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1. INTRODUCTION 

Preface: This paper introduces the specifications of features for aplications for the flove.org project. 

It describes some lovely whys, whats and hows to manage abstract (loves, theoretical, rational) for 
suggesting better relations with concrete (material, practical, economical) data specially. 

The abstract data is proposed to be developed with flove.org logical-semantical-epistemological 
model for theorizing (flove as a metatheory), which starts by budding up a semantic relation, custom 
networks of them, up to producing bundled packs of it (flove as theories, see flove.org/theory for one). 

At flove.org/theory distribution pack, there should be complementary documents to this such as: 
mindmaps, diagrams, spreadsheets, presentational documents and audiovideos (some referenced here). 


The flow 

Do love, get love. Let's use our abstract semantic matches to help each other developing our projects 

We use words to concentrate energy ourselves. We turn them into (more valueable) concepts for 
achieving so, and then we follow this trend up and we call paradigms to the more important concepts 
for us. All these are different scales for energy concentration and dissipation limits. 

All is at least (and at most) two, so flirty 

Words, as any other substance, need to be seen in relation with at least another one. This relation of two 
is also necessarily related to another third for being able to start explaining the dynamism and scaling 
in their relationing with the rest. Since we have to rely in relations and not on singularities, we need 
semantics to make dynamic the imaginary but useful singularities achieved through (formal - static 
excluded middle orthodox) logic. Since relations are still imaginary but useful singularities, for relating 
relations we (pseudo) estabilize relations in pairs of words that we consider more known, for using 
them as a base where to compare the new less known words and relations we want to evolve. Doing 
analogies with other words or bipoles we already know more, is how we get most of meaning of any 
word or its closest relations we yet don’t know much about. 

We can choose to analyze sets of many elements and relations of many elements, but we can also 
choose to get deeper in multiple relations of only 2 i.e. words. Perhaps there are finite combinations of 
2 words, but the depth of some meanings and explanations of some two well combined words are the 
more practically possible infinites. So we should go further because there will always be way there. i.e. 
With multiple lists of well ordered conceptual pairs, merged as noun+adjective, with a complementary 
and opposite relation intentionality, we can get much deeper into the meanings of life than with triads, 
more crowded random lists-sets. Perhaps we already found out the Time prefers to be married with 
Space, but that doesn't mean that Time or Space are just monogamous to each other, nor that they won't 
divorce in the future and remarry others. They are both very promiscuous... (and Love is the most). 




Como complementariedad a las diadas, las triadas son la forma mås sencilla, dentro de todas las 
complejas demas y aparte de las diadas, de hacer taxonomras. Ser estrictos haciendo listas solo con 
pares y triadas nos facilita depurar los limites de concentracion de energia mediante las palabras, y 
luego nos ayuda a con esos listados hacer mas claras y robustas analogras con cosas mas desconocidas. 

Oxymoron is the relation of 1 ’within itself and a 100%, conceptual contradictions merges are superb! 

Nests of 2 and 3 are necessary and enough for anything because the more minimal ground assures the 
better stability for whatever scaling up from it (See: Diversidad critica). Don't hesitate looking for the 
inner essential bipolarities in other more crowded sets to test this proposal for example. Another big 
evidence is that the more complex outcomes of life are our male-female dimorphic mechanism and 
tunning semantic bipolarities will facilitate the understanding of our (fe)maleness because they could 
be described with analogies i.e. (l st is femenine, 2 masculine) (l st is both, 2 nd is femenine, 3 rd is 
masculine). We haven’t digg much into this simplicity which could be enough and the more advanced 
complexity to evolve at the same time. 

Everyone who is looking for deep meaning (or love and or truth) is looking for it and expressing it with 
meaningful lists of 2 and 3 concentrated concepts only. So why not start to do it better altogether from 
this departure point? By getting deep in 2s and 3s we sooner find the boundaries of meaning-seeking 
with written language, and so we can dedicate more time to explore the higher sensorialities we aim to 
trigger in a more developed form than with wordied language only or mostly. 

It is evolutionarily mandatory to further customize networks for concentrating and dissipating energy, 
words do help us lots in achieving so. The words broadly representing our actual or historical 
paradigms or the concepts we use everyday to refer to what we care about are the abstract environtment 
where to improve our practical livings. Always or sometimes, the best practice is a theorical 
improvement as to improve how we recognize our values is a mandatory or important step to achieve 
practicalities for a better living sooner or later. Our values resume all our theories. 

More than how much universal could any semantic network be, it matters most to find the values 
(customized semantic networkings) that people have in common. Such match suggests quality in both 
interacting based in some task any of them need for developing any of their projects. 

C hallenges: 

1. Try to find the best couple (not synonim), and family, for any word for the most of time. 

2. Choose a layer (or lovely keyword), see an inviting phrase (with its childs as complementary 
words) to perform an action within it, edit it, save and/or send it (to a friend, network, etc). 

3. Display escalings and semantic networking matches (for practical offers&wants) and analog 
geometries i.e. Platonic solids, Pentagon-hexagon relationship (robert edward grant), etc. 




(1)23 Una explicacion adicional complementaria (capitulo de floveria 1.8, ver mas: flove.org/teoria) 
Difusamente gradualamos tonos ocultos de equilibrios grisaceos bajo el vortice arcoiris fractaloso 


De la relacion de la amorfa inconocible con el Todo de lo (des)conocido emana la conocible forma 
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Two is the best one, every one is at least two so flirty, three is even better but also too much already 

ls would be the more consistent unit, but since they don’t show the diversity and the uncertainity we 
experience, 1 is rather always uncertain. Also, because at the very ground level all ls definetely need 
an active 0 along it, ls doesn't really exist, which sets 2s as a better meassurement unit. 2 is the 
simplest certain and the more complex as well within our no lness possibility. The nature where 
everything emerges from (as in holism) can't be list, so it has to be at least fuzzily bipolar. Simply 
said, Fuzzy bipolar logic is a more scientific methodology than the searching for single ls. Although 
2s can approach to reflect the common lrelation ground than 3 (where there are more than 2 
relations), some 2s approach better to reflect it. That is why we keep separing andor adding ls infrom 
2s, for to recombine them and re-ensamble them later for checking if they are better outstanding 
bipolar reflections of the basic ground. In finned relations of 2s is from where can better explain and 
know, although we will tend to don't accept it because we will like more units to come into play. 3 sets 
more difficult explains than 2, so they are less useful as a unit, but since 3s serves for seeing how 2s 
can and should get further scaled (i.e. a+b-c=0 'always', See: Analogia enfatica), 3s are more 
consistent than 2s. 

Complexity has to come simplified to be experienceable. Simplicity provides estability for scalability 

Ahora vemos que se ha dado un largo camino (plantas, animales, humanos) para llegar aqur, pero el 
eje de simplificacion de solo dos tipos de cuerpos no ha variado nada. 2Ish Dimorphic biology 
evolving the observing of symbols crafted as keywords with their semantic patterns are critical 
containers of simplicity while uncertain reflection of the complexity all has to be in. Hence the 
importance in how we deal with simplicities of semantic networks (limitations of complexity) and 





The flaw 

There's Etymonline and Wikietceterapedia but there isn't a collaborative dictionary ofmerged concepts 

Excluded middle abuse beginning at semantics... 

The abuse of the Excluded middle principle applied to semantics proposes the Synonim&Antonym for 
describing relations. But the problem (hence 'abuse') is that a syn on i m doesn't add almost anything to a 
word. Space is not a synonim of Time, it is rather a very complementary one. Achademically speaking, 
it is named as similarity instead of Complementarity, but that's still too close to the bug of synonim-as- 
something-meaningful. Later on, based on this poor background, formal logic uses the Contrariety 
concept as a not synonim but neither antonym (again, instead of Complementarity) to maintain and 
diversify the excludded middle abuse flaw (See: Flove.org/teoria for an alternative, Alessio Moretti 
hard debugging of it, etc). Outcomes are falacistic appeals to estatistical relations, fake news and or 
being too much parasited by nudge theory or some other mommentual fuzzy buzzy populism. 

Bipolarity is demanding... 


Miscaring crowdsourcing of (merged) values... 

Dictionaries and vocabularies relate words with their antonyms, synonims and weakly (with not much 
meaningful networks) with other words. Bu they don’t let you merge two concepts, nor they propose 
polis for the people voting on more complementary word for another, nor they crowdsource the 




interpretations of complementary or antonymed relations, nor they try to develop an epistemology out 
og it for further definitions. We are arrogantly thinking on the finiteness of words when they stand 
alone. That it's a shameful contradictory oxymoron to merge opposites and we (more shame on us) 
don't believe in marrying couples of words. 

We should rather develop an alternative to this, it's a good and easy challenge to face. The poets and 
mother fuzzy community there is in you should welcome it. Irony: Such this project would turn nudge 
theory into a (more realistic) science. Sarcasm: All very digital and very easy to automatize words with 
basic semantics and we are crowdsourcing so poorly our abstract lovings... the source of connection... 

Better the description, the easier for the prescription to have modelled interactions in apps easy to use 


Miscaring other freedoms ofor data management... see more: Free data 


My patch 

La palabra amor es la mas capaz de enlazar mas rapidamente con ella a todas las demas 

Flove es un monismo de entre muchos que pueden håber como por ejemplo es lo conocido como 
tension universal, energia del vacio, dios(a), eter, fuente y etcetera parecidos. Tension universal es muy 
espiriual si lo comparamos con vacio, o al contrario. Pero ambos son terminos muy mecanicistas 
comparados con Amor. Los monismos o puntos de partida, por ser titulajes para lo mas inconocible, 
influyen en todo lo contienen por ser titulos empezadores, y son de la mas libre eleccion por tratar de 
enmarcar a lo inconocible (que al final es cualquier cosa conocida tambien). 

No es lo mismo titular a un Todo como Flove que como Energia o MeDalgual. Escoger flove 
(in)tensiona hacia la conexion de lo fuente con lo que nosotros llamamos Flujo de Amor en nuestras 
vidas. Para tomar este punto de partida (Flove=Bien) asumo que la (micro)raiz no puede ser 
'(primariamente o solo) mala', simplemente porque si asi lo fuera no permitiria escalas de ella. 

Al tomar que todo es arriba como es abaj o, el monismo (esencia primaria microscopica desde donde 
emana toda forma) flove, el escala hasta la nocion de amor, y sus parientes mas cercanos encantador o 
realmente bueno (o no demasiado malo en realidad) que mas o menos sentimos en la mayoria de 
nuestras acciones o tiempo. 

Flove intenta fusionar estas dos tendencias en un solo concepto: Flove, el flujo amoroso. Fas acciones 
que reconocemos como amorosas son el techo donde se experimenta la esencia primordial mas 
inconocible. Toda accion es un a posteriori venido de una intencion a priori. 

Lo amoroso se mide por la a priori intencion, la cual se puede medir por valores explicitos en palabras 
Las palabras que representan nuestros valores guian nuestras acciones, con ellas declaramos nuestra 



intencion de accion para que otras personas puedan valorar si quieren asociarse con nosotros o no y o 
para que. (Las redes semanticas de palabras que reprensenten) Nuestra intencion es pues, el macro mas 
retante y reconocible donde ver escalada la accion de la microscopica fuente (aka: monismo flove). Si 
la fuente es amor, al principio y al final de nuestra intencion tambien, por ello entremedio siempre algo 
de ello ha de håber tambien. En toda intencionalidad hay amor al principio y al final, nos falta ver(nos) 
mejor desde cada uno como su dinamismo es reflejo de una teleologia al mismo tiempo. 


A quick how-to model wholist love 

Love at uppest-abstract layers oflife only need crowdsourcing of multibitripolar semantic networks 

For making love more present at every different layer, we can think in design some key functionalities 
aimed to automate the generation of more love there. We can make a limited set of categories (floves) 
representing the whole, which to be very directly relative to the others, so actions in one layer can be 
modeled by promoting the other loves from other layers along in it, starting per the closest neigbourhs, 
minding the most posible the more abstract presence of the upper ones in it. So this way we fine the 
tunes of (wholist) love and don't fail in saying: 

Oh, I don't care at all about lower barter love, I prefer to focus in getting love from upper layers only 
See Navigation front ends chapter for a usability display and debate about featurings and limitations. 


Aprendizaje simbiotico 

Tech for easy semantics for matching is best but it's harder to be lovely with money3 than with giftingl 

The more concrete (lower) layers of life (i.e. rationality, economy, barter), need more technological 
mechanics to be developed for the modeled lovely expressions to happen. In the other pole of things, 
the more abstract-broad-upper the layers of life are, the less technical implementations we need to 
automate love in it. More love at the upper layers of life (i.e. at a universal level) don't need much 
modelling of our interactions with it through an apped screen, it only needs deeper and easy explains. 

Semantic networks do not need much complicated technical development, although some specifications 
for how we deal with semantics are of key importance (See Love frontend). Usamos palabras para 
representar valor. Un valor expresado por una palabra puede parecer no amoroso, pero al final de toda 
su cadena semantica deber håber un apelo a una interpretacion suya propia de lo que es el amor, con la 
que algo coincidiras y a la que se le puede aplicar - desarrollar topologias para reducir los demasiados 
eslabones semanticos que pudiera håber entre lo contradictorio en la accion anti-amor con lo 
establecido como mas natural para el amor (intencional) (comun). Estos mapas semanticos los podemos 
digitalizar, y de las diferentes topologias aprendidas para llegar a la micro fuente amor desde cualquiera 
de sus estas ramas explicitadas se alimentara el aprendizaje maquinario que nos sugerira que las 
mejoremos mas todavia. Un paso hacia el aprendizaje simbiotico de analizadores de datos y humanada. 
Nuestras agiles interpretaciones aligeran el trabajo y aprendizaje de la maquina y de su mas agil 
procesamiento se beneficia nuestro aprendizaje mas limitado en capacidad. 



Complejidad no son prosas tecnificadas, sino simplificados versos afilados: topologia poetica hi-tech 


SmartMatch 

Reconocer nuestras topologias compartidas con otros en los caminos de la semantica comun del amor 

Con todas las personas tenemos algo potente en comun, que si lo identificamos mejor (mediante el 
analisis de valores - intenciones) podemos disfrutar de muchos mejores momentos, afilando 
herramientas que promuevan una cultura de smartmatching. SmartMatch puede parecerte ridiculo 
porque es un neologismo para el mas viejo y abundante banco que nos da la mayor seguridad 
financiera, la de potenciales interacciones beneficiosas con otros similares. 


Floves 

The lovelier words the more lovely connected, easily muse in us more material acts and habits about it 

I want more love to be present everywhere. Very practically speaking, I see that we can identify such 
everywhere through a limited set of layers (flows), where at each there will be a lovely expression. i.e. 
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There's a Minimal universal semantic structure and taxonomy ahead waiting for us to reveal, we’ll seel 

These limited lovely keywords are, semantically speaking, Maximma supremum vertexes, reducidos 
representantes de un conglomerado del Bien, porque permiten analizar las ambivalencias del Bien 
(tambien necesariamente malefico) mas flexible y profundamente. Por lo menos, es una elaborada 
explicacion de (parte de) una intencion. Los åmbitos (flujos) son descriptivos y lo amoroso es su 
compania prescriptiva. 

Esta vision es mas intuitiva, participativa, consensualizable, activable y dinamica que otras. Sirve de 
base y o de contraste para que describas tu propia vision (Ver: Views, y alli: Explicacion justificadora). 


2. PRINCIPIOS DE DESARROLLO 


1. FREE DATA (standard with flove.org as a prototype of it) 

Free data is where data evolution wants to go further to be more meaningfully managed 

Data is yet one more natural form which is a part of us that evolves within the same mechanism as 
other more solid matter does. Data, as everything else, is not free but also, naturally speaking, data 
wants (as any other natural form) to be everytime more free (have more agency and presence). At least 
it is a target we have very much focused on. Binary, computable data, is a very accessible scaled 
projection from the bipolar ground to be more easily experienceable. 

1. Free Privacy: Secrecy options and education about publicity 

2. Free NetWork: Backend for storage and service 

3. Free Content: Usability and categorizing 

4. Free Analysis: Crawling and suggestions 

5. Free Culture: Licensing and redistribution 


WHY FREE 
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Personal data is a standard name, where mydata is good communtarian umbrella for projects aligned 
with that standard. There is not a decent free data proposal yet, this is a step forward for that. We could 
have choosen another keyword as lovely data or else to avoid the "open source software initiative" 
creation aside of the "free software" one, but we shouldn-t avoid the freedom debate either. 


WHY FREE DATA 

Free data is a proposed new standard is for improving people's choices about data management, 
appliable from a small group of people offline up to a big data pool. A new standard proposition aims 
to improve an already working on situation by proposing mechanics that are not yet developed by any 
other project, but then it has to foresee it being adopted in some near (or even far) future and or propose 
a prototype for the short term of that. Flove.org project is proposed as a prototype but could be another. 

Free data standard is needed because of the natural-class struggle in the data management side of 
things. Whatever resources management privileges reaches a critical point where there are some parties 
that feel too dependant of that and start to develop other alternatives for being able to better manage 
their own resources. At this present 2020 time, in the data management side of things, there is a big gap 
between "big data" management companies and other smaller data management companies or projects. 
Big data companies have every time more data and (or because) there is also short collaboration in the 
smaller data management initiatives. New common standards could ease these needed alliances. 

Free data standard should be patching the bugs we see the big data pools have towards their users, and 
also patch the bugs of previous struggles. Faceboogle is nowadays the best data management project 
because an overwhelming majority of people use it. While appreciating all use of their services if you 
want or need, we shouldn't forget to be hånds on developing other better ways to manage data. 

Data management natural (class) struggle should be wiser than previous strugglers at doing this. Every 
code developer knows well that you have to provide a transitional link and or portability between the 
old paradigm or platform (still very used) and the proposed new one (not used yet). Free data struggle 
is a very good opportunity for 'natural struggle' concept to have a more consistent and pleasant look. 


WHY AND NOT OTHER PROJECTS 
Why and not mydata umbrella 

The free data standard is completely aligned with mydata petition and its main proposed differences or 
extensions or improvements to it is a more clear defined categories and depth of the standard for 
facilitating the implementing of partial metrics and modular applications of the standard. 

Mydata is a communitty that proposes to share some principles for data management resumed in a 
petition. Some key points at the manifest propose very ambituous objectives (for gathering support 
from a broad audience) with very open-to-interpretation words (i.e. portability, control, my, etc). The 
petition also manifests its willing to support the ongoing projects which comply with the standards and 



proposes the development of new prototypes for non-existing practices of the proposed standards. But 
mydata community doesn't corporately invest in any specific development or prototype beyond one 
annual gathering and few actions about that from the organizers. More concrete details about the 
methodology for support or develop are not further specified, hence such ambitious proposals are left to 
a limbo since there are no many further mechanics to implement the declared intentions in the standard. 

The petition format is already an strategic move to serve as a communitarian umbrella for cross- 
colaboration between projects with affinity to the values expressed there, but mydata itself doesn't want 
to go very much further itself. Since Mydata communitty appeared as a need to develop collaborative 
ways to manage data in a historical moment where access to the resource was not enough 
decentralized, mydata communitty does already enough by being only an umbrella (a place for cross 
projects collaboration), and don't need to propose more concrete standards (either philosophically or 
technically), nor get to develop altogether some key prototypes. By being just an umbrella it does better 
its communitary function because a low profile community has a very low entry-acceptability barrier. 

mydata could do a step forward and develop metrics appliable to projects, but mydata could also 
perf eetly don't develop them since there could be some very participant projects in the umbrella which 
would score a low compliance of mydata standards, and by being more clearly pointed as not much 
communitarian, that could discourage its participation (i.e. such projects marketing would recommend 
to 'not link that much to a cluster where they show other competing projects as better than ours'). 

We can love mydata as an umbrella but should mechanize further the wished features explained in 
mydata petition. And for doing that, we also have to unavoidably take further steps in a spin-off of 
mydata communitty that more straight and more real makes the more ambituous stands such as metrics, 
prototyping needed forks and further communitarian build ups. 


Why and not qiyfoundation contract 

Qiyfoundation is aligned with mydata petition and it is perhaps the more ambituos (in the sense of full 
compliance with the mydata standards) project within the mydata community projects. It proposes an 
ambituos contractual prototype that already has (at least partly) specified the free analysis. It also gets 
quite concrete in the proposal of values for freedom of service and storage (free network) but through a 
blockchain not very specified. Qiyfoundation network standards and application proposal are not better 
than the secushare platform parameters for defining the freedom of a network, or any of the 
applications showeased at the comparision tables there. Qiyfoundation neither involves deeply or 
extend usability or semantic standards for data. 


Why and not secushare network prototype 

Secushare is by far aligned with mydata petition and there are not anywhere else better defined 
standards for privacy in a social network software. This makes secushare a preferent network software 
prototype to try to implement free data through. But such very innovative and deep standards are not 
offered as a social communitarian standard intiative-like (not even as free network). That tool is neither 



acceptable to be featured in the secusahre project itself, since in the case of willing to do it, it should 
rather be done through the GNU project itself (its parent), which may require an upgrade which it is not 
likely to happen as GNU-FSF domain of action of "Just Software and Documents for software" as it 
has been repeteadly expressed in the past, i.e. CreativeCommons (so called free culture) was started 
from a FSF contributor outside the GNU communitty, etc. 

This free data thread has been raised at some GNU specific forums (GNU consensus) in a much more 
raw format than this, with little interest exposed received. Secushare does not involve standarization of 
usabilty, nor it is much interested in implementing analytics featuring in the software (it is not 
interested in "free big data" because it is against "big data" because of spying concerns so it doesn't 
care much about analytics) as i.e. qiyfoundation rather cares. 


2. BOOTSTRAP & FORK 

Ifat some layer there is not any other platform that entangles lovelier, there flove.org should go 

There are a lot of apps already doing very lovely things, but sometimes their owners don’t want to do 
some more lovely break-through featurings within them. So, we have to look at what there is already 
developed, and propose to add the more minimal additional feature to them (either in the existant app 
itself or in a paralel new fork - prototype). 


3. PARTIAL ENTANGLED APPS 

I first downloaded that Instashare lite for sharing things, now that is (i am!) fully entangled in Flove 

Flove actions can be offered in a simpler or partial version of the whole flove model (or set of apps). 
Flove minimal apps should be offered stand-alone and as a module at the same time, or with custom 
bundles that are mixing parts of different models, where anyone could entangle them with the others. 
The partial apps could be distributed independently, but it also makes more perfect sense for every 
partial app also to be as a launcher of other partial apps. 

A boomerang photo in instagram forwarded to facebook, which is reforwarded to a flove app there 
where it is better shown, stored and crawled 


4. PLATFORM VERSIONING(S) 

Develop any part, any time, for any pack. 


Versiones 


Stuffary (VI) 


NetWork (V2) 


Life (V3) 



SYSTEM 




Intentionality 

Conversate 

Localize 

Tecnify 

Development 

Nuclear 

Modular 

Nodal 

Localization 

Create local node 

Local nodes network 

Confederalism 

Architecture 

Centralized 

Decentral i zed 

Distributed 

Aplication 

Apped HTML 5 

Mini Apps 

Entangled Apps 

Data 




Property 

Own 

Shared 

Retributed 

Representation 

Multilingual 

Gamified 

Sinestesia 

Minning 

Forms 

Subliminality 

Multimedia 

Multipublish 

External 

Integrated 

Granular 

Documentation 

Flows visualization 

ChatBots 

Robots 

Functionalities 




PERSONAL 




Reference 

Activity 

Profile 

Profiles 

Description 

Text 

Exportable 

Biometrics 

Reputation 

Likes 

Ratings 

% of flove 

LOCAL 




Entities 

Users 

Agencies 

Arbitrators 



Trusts 

C omment 

Groups 

Description 

SOCIAL 


Federation 

Mediation 

Comunity 

Autocrata 

Formalization 

Safe Creative - DOI 

MATERIAL 


Extraction 

Eco bolean 

Manufacture 

Craft bolean 

OFFER 

Offer of things 

Gift 

Claused 

Lend 

Oferor chooses clauses 

Exchange 

For another thing 


OwnTrust 

Grants 

Families 

Free Families 

Integrative 

Asistentialist 

Sections 

Incomes 

GPF Brand 

Institutional 

Meassurers 

Compensators 

Projects 

Crowdcrafting 

Offer/request of 

things/services 

Co-offer, Hybrids & 
Packs 

To commons 

Quick Commons 
redirect 

Ideal clauses for things 
and requesters 

Automated accesses 

Seil in Hours, Social 
currency and cryptos 

Directed swap 



3. FLOVE.ORG (Interactive front endsf 

BE (Profile) 
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HOME(s) 

A dashboard (Fakebook style) 


^CW«-S (J) 
MAtkiTS (»i] 

VlÉiVS 

TfcVT ^ 



f-Atvo 


vftMi 














































This one economically centered & NewsFeed customization 


CATEGORiAS i| ZONAS 


SOBRE Ml 



DESEXOS 


jhjkshjkfh ahnahn 
han h kk onhhduih 
n nhf oh ihidshhhhj 
fuhfkkddddddjj hjhj 
hjhjhjhjhjhjhjhjhjh 
jhjhjhjhh 


foto 


foto 


foto 


foto 


ver 

måis.. 


USO ■ ACTIVIDADE COMUNIDADE 


nknkjnknijjij ijijijijiiknkjnkhijjijijijijijijijiknkjnknijjijijijijijijijiji 
jijijiji jiji ji 


DEMANDAS 


jhjkshjkfh ahnahne 
han h kk onhhduif 
n nhf oh ihidshhhf j 
fuhfkkddddddjjhjh 
hjhjhjhjhjhjhjhjhjhj i 
hjhjhjhh 


PROXECTOS 


FOOTER 


jhjkshjkfh ahnahn: 
han h kk onhhduiff 
n nhf oh ihidshhhf j 
fuhfkkddddddjjhjh 
hjhjhjhjhjhjhjhjhjhj ij 
hjhjhjhh 
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Mixed (abstract words and concrete ads) listings in a gamed view 



Default home page for all. Shows layers/apps next 
























1. APPS: ABOUT LOVE (Personal - abstract data) 

OPENASTRO : AstroWizards foryour date ofbirth 

WHY: If you want to turn recommendations on, random would be a decent default arrival. Next it will 
relate to any data you will share and allow it to analize. The less data that can produce the more 
analises (whether you consider them reliable or not) are the analitics from different astrologies based on 
the simple data of a date of birth (plus time and location normally as well). 

WHAT: Information and Recommendations adapted from astrologies analizing your Date of birth. 
Translate-associate-adapt their more mystical vocabularies to more practical task making categories. 

Download/Choose: Random, Astrological (Oracles-Wizards) - Customize more (i.e. a flove task) 

HOW: Genekeys, MarySoliris bridging Tzolkin calendar Hexagrams from Iching, etc. 


DIE S AFE: Plan your date(s) ofdeath 

WHY: There is probably nothing more important in the life of any person at an intimate level than to 
be with peace of mind when imagining the moment of death. There are also a lot of worries that are 
hard to manage for your relatives in the case you die, specially when the event comes as a surprise. 

There is much wisdom with regard to be with peace of mind with the moment of your death while you 
are a live described in: «The Tibetan Book of Life and Death.» More recently, there is an active 
community called digitallegacyconference.com, and non-free applications like safebeyond, ether9, or 
deadsocial (in development, but with a lot of documentation), that basically specialize in keeping your 
data online after you die. 

But neither the Tibetans themselves offer reinforcing the feeling of connection with your moment of 
death with any easy interactive tool for guide you to declare and well specify a plan for that. Nor the 
mentioned platforms offer that, nor free tools for that nor an agential service for managing the post- 
mortern burocracies the freer posible. 

WHAT: Tidy your thoughts about the how you want to be the moment when and after you will die. 
Plan your companionship, environtment and heritage for when and after you’ll die. Describe not only a 
possible environment desired for your death, but several of them, link and rank existing services, etc. 

HOW: Do a test and never worry about taking such plannings for granted. Publish contradictory plans 
if you want and never worry too much about it, since you won’t be there for resolving the dispute. Plan 
some triggers to do certain actions at a whatever post-mortern event to keep your legacy more sure (i.e. 
only divide my money after a year and after all my brothers having fill and show to others this test), to 
make yourself still or more present to others (i.e. have a chatbot of you that makes decisions about your 
inheritance after you die), or just for fun (i.e. i invite a beer to x members after every summer rain), etc. 



LOVE: Networking semantics 
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Para profundizar en el significado de cualquier palabra: 

PASO 1. Relacionala con otra palabra, y califica su relacion. Ejemplo: Tiempo / Espacio (Muy 
Complementaria). Si quieres mas calificativos puedes usar estos tambien: 



CALIFICACION SEMANTICA 

SENTIDO 

FUNCION 

CUANTIFICACION DE LA POLARIZACION 

Academia 

Intencion 

Complementario 

Opuesto 

Ontologia 

OIDO 

Posicion 

Inconocible 

(Des)conocido 

Epistemologia 

Material 

Abstracto 

Concreto 

(Meta)Fisica 

TACTO 

Sensacion 

Caliente 

Frio 

Termodinamica 

Presion 

Suave 

Fuerte 

Biologia 

VISTA 

Jerarquia 

Primaria 

Secundaria 

Axiologia 

Imagen 

Brillo 

Sombra 

Estetica 

OLFATO 

Enfoque 

Positivo 

Negativo 

Politica 

Proximidad 

Cercano 

Lejano 

Psicologia 

Longitud 

Lejano 

Cercano 

Sociologia 

GUSTO 

Inclusividad 

Mas bien 

Menos mal 

Difusividad 

Exclusividad 

Bien 

Mal 

Moral 


PASO 2. Afinacion 

2.1. Revisar si hay otra palabra mas complementario y o opuesta? 

2.2. Fundir la relacion, como una constante: Nombre+adjetivo es concepto maximo 

2.3. Incluir grados de oposicion: 

Good noun + Complementary adjective + Opposite complement (or subject, verb and object) 

Atan fuerte positivo, tan fuerte negativo mejor. La mayor oposicion es reto por maxima contradiccion, 
pero puede ser muy util que el negativo opuesto sea un tercero muy suave, e ir subiendolo poco a poco. 




2.4. Ordenar jer ar quias: Cual es el mejor primario en el pary o en la triada: Cual de todos los 
ordenes posibles propone mas coherencia cuando se interpreta el orden al reves (retrogradamente)? 


2.5. Agrupar y jerarquizar diadas y triadas entre si: Hasta la minima vision global 

2.6. Proponer axiomas, evidencias, predicciones lo mas falsificables y propuesta y retos. Asi: 

FLOVERIA 

• • • 

UN BLOQUE 

Un axioma original introductorio 

INTRODUCCION REVISORIA 
Inclusividad (nombre de bloque) 

Compatibilismo (nombre de bloque) 

OTRO BLOQUE: Seccion OTRA 

Un axioma original introductorio 

INTRODUCCION REVISORIA 
Inclusividad (nombre de seccion) 

Compatibilismo (nombre de seccion) 


Notas introductorias del capitulo del capitulo (del bloque) y o contexto sobre el concepto compuesto 

Nombre adjetivado 

UN METAXIOMA QUE CONTINUARA . EN OTROS CAPITULOS DE ESTA MISMA SECCION 

Un axioma resuma mas especificamente el capitulo 

Explicacion (puesta a prueba del axioma y exploracion de la profunidad de su consensualidad), tablas 




descriptivas, debate sobre el titulo, indicios y evidencias sobre el incluso por categorias como por 
ejemplo: Biologicas, memoria, genero, lenguaje, acercamientos pasados, derivas excluyentes, etc 

Un otro axioma mas informal para separar partes del capitulo o acabar la lectura con un chiste 
Propuesta: Prescipciones, ej. Toma el indice de capitulos y lee en el orden que prefieras (todo vale) 

Prediccion: Con el uso del medio incluido (y o confluido) encontraras soluciones explicativas tan 
rapidas para dicotomias, dilemas, paradojas y contradicciones como tanto se haya abusado de ello. 

Reto: Medidores de actividad neurologica, fisiologica y o psicologica (incluso ambiental) para 

a) Comprobar el mayor nivel de verdad y bienestar que hay en aplicar la logica de la inclusividad 

b) Saber mejor los limites de tolerancia de cada cual, para encontrar caminos alternativos optimos 

Reto: Facilitar la posibilidad de lectura personalizable con ayuda de programas, que desarrollen 
geometrias y topologias de redes semanticas para visualizar mej or la narrativa ideal de cada cual 

Reto: Crowdsourcing para buscar las mayores complementariedades semanticas y aportarles los 
datos descriptivos y prescriptivos lo mas sensoriales y momentuales posibles (mas sinestesia y 
gamificacion para combinar juego con la formalidad pretendida), para encima de eso: facilitar el 
disenho de programas que automaticen narrativas personalizables que aporten mas calidad todavia. 

Otros textos adicionales de menor importancia relacionados con el capitulo 

Para mejorar la floveria manual o plana: Fuentes, tamanhos de texto, colores para categorizar mejor 

Ejemplos de y enlaces a otros capitulos muy relacionados (con posibles infraescalas y sobreescalas 
directas, Ver ejemplo de Transversalidad aqui abaj o) 


EJEMPLO DE TRANSVERSALIDAD 

Metafisica 

Experimentacion 

Experienciada 

Epistemologia 

Desconocido 

Conocido 

Comunicacion 

Subjetividad 

Objetivada 

Sensorialidad 

Interaccion 

Observada 

... 







FLOVé 





tao 

i* 















SOULS: Advanced semantical networking 

WHY: The «About you» part of profiles is the most important one but it’s very poorly defined because 
is badly presented. We are also understimating the crowdsourcing of composed concepts 

WHAT: Souls is a proposed gamed app for knowing about yourself better in a very original way. 

HOW: Souls starts with different difficulty levels, and when you finish every stage or anytime you 
want to finish the play, you can get an interesting advice about your Souls. If you later decide to upload 
the results into an interactive free network, it should build a profile with a nick, and 3 adjectives for 
values offering and 3 for wanted values as an «About you», and the possibility of extending them with 
definitions, habits and other content you would like to relate to them. 



ANIMAL 1 
ANIMAL2 
ANIMAL 3 
EAGLE 
ANIMAL 5 
ANIMAL 6 
ANIMAL 7 
ANIMAL 8 
ANIMAL 9 



3 QUALITIES OF YELLOW: 


0 


adjective b 

ENTER 

adjective d 


brave 


ADJECTIVE A 
ADJECTIVE B 
ADJECTIVE C 
ADJECTIVE D 
BRAVE 
ADJECTIVE F 
ADJECTIVE G 
ADJECTIVE H 


YOUR ANALYSIS: 

YOU ARE: EAGLE 

YOU SAY YOU ARE BRAVE 
OTHERS SAY YOU ARE; ADJECTIVE 4 
YOU WANT TO SE MORE ADJECTIVE 5 

YOU ARE LOOKING FOR VELLOW 

PEOPLE WHO ARE: ADJECTIVE B 
OTHERS SAY THEY ARE: ADJECTIVE D 
THEY WANT TO BE MORE: BRAVE 


AN ALISE 


PREVIEW AS PROFILE mø 
PLAY LEVEL 2 



LEVELI STEP 4 


LEVEL: 1 














































Possibilities of Extended Souls: 



3 FLAVORS EAGLE LIKES: 


flavor al 

ENTER 

flavor b2 


flavor b3 


ADO MEDIA ? 




BRA VE 


-*- DEFINITION: 
-*- HABITS: 

— RELATIONS: 

• OPPOSITES 

• Coward 

• Fear 

• Rage 

VIEW 32 MORE 


Lu 


sert text here 


COM PLE MENTARV 

• Reasonable 

• Compassionate 

• Empathic 


** OTHERS 

• Sick 

* Fast 
- Tiny 

— MULTIMEDIA: 

P HOTOS VIDEOS 


ADD COMP 


SENSORIAL 


t\ 

» 




AUDIO NAUE 


AUDIO NAME 


■ 


AUDIO NAME 


UOW EAGLE 


EW 32 MORE 


— THINGS: 



— POEMS: 

Be Brave 

Rain shatterincj, 

sunlight beammg 

capture loneliness wonders [ _ ] 

-o 


READ MORE 


You may write me down in history 
With your bitter, twisted ties, 

You may tread me in the very dirt 
But still, like dust. I'II rise. 


t \EW 32 MORE 


Write poem here 




- BRAVE tf 70 #125 

OPPOSITE TO COMPLEMENT OF 


FREE RELATION 


DISLIKE SHARE 

WORD 

Insert lext here 

WHY? 

Insert text here 


//, 



+ DEFINITIONS: 
+ HABITS: 


+ RELATIONS: 
+ MULTIMEDIA: 
+ THINGS: 

+ POEMS: 
























































- BRAVE *70 *125 


OPPOSITE TO 


EQUAL TO FREE RELATION 

OISLIKE SHARE 

Insert text here 




+ MULTIMEDIA: 


• Coward 

• Fear 

• Rage 

+ DEFINITIONS: 
+ HABITS: 

+ RELATIONS: 


+ THINGS: 
+ POEMS: 


+ MULTIMEDIA: 





B Ft A 1 /E 




DEFINITION: 




HABITS : 



— 

RELATIONS: 


* 


OPPOSITES 

- Coward 
• Fear 

- Rage 

VIEW 32 MORE 


Insert text here 


^ COMRLEMENTARY 
- Reasonable 

• Compassionate 

• Empathic 


’IEW 32 « 


IORE 


> OTHERS 

• Sick 
- Fast 

• Ti ny 

VIEW 32 MORE 

— IVI U LT IMEDIA: 

F> M OTOS VIDEOS 


ADO COMPLEK 


ADD OTHER 


AUD IO 


E NSORIAL 


m 


UDIO N A I 


MELLOW EAGLE 


ADO NEW PHOTO 



VIEW 32 


POEMS : 


Se Sraue 
Ftain shattering, 
s u n li g h t beamtng 

captu re lorte/i ness wo n de rs [. 

^ -t> 

Yo u m a y w ri te m e do wn in history 
Witb your bitter, twisted lies, 

You may tread me in tbe ysery dirt 
But still, i i ke dust, l'll rise. 


Wrlte poem here 


Further: Add an opposite adjective to the noun. Add a 
complementary noun. Add content to the composed 
concept. 



































7 ^ 25 - 12 




SOULS 


SHARE: 

CAUSBD HRRHCT: 

• ll's the best proof of the effected 
ca u se 


cg> in <p 


So do 


FRIENDS 

- RED EAGLE 

| Add a (riend here 

FAMILY 

• LES HARRY ONES 

I Add a family here 


LOVER IgRANNyI MOM | SIS 

ffBfB COUSIN 

• YELLOW PARROT 



idd a cousln here 


GROUPS 



This shows how-to crowdsource the Flove.org/theory. 'No R'(obots). 'Link to' other categorized content 
(parts of text only).'!' For starred. This interface also needs the epistemic categories of: Prediction, 
Proposal, Challenge apart of Acts&Habits and nests (with your other keywords: See next: View) 

























Tokenization and dislikes mining 


*1. Pre-publishing: It gets published only when you have 2 likes. 

*2. Networking: and then publisher gets a Like and a Dislike. 

1- Add a definition or habit or content, (getting approved with two likes), get a love and a dislike. 

2- Add an opposite (getting approved with two likes), get a dislike. 

3- Add a dislike, get a love 


Twin souls: The highest match of you is... 


VIEWS: Nest/Describe your own Full View 

WHY : View’s data is good for knowing your own depths and recommending you contents and 
relations. As more words you order in a estructure with an automated process, the more you can view 
your whole view, I.e. how to get to another vibration from some vibrations i.e. how to get to «feel» 
when you are in a «worry». 

Also, The collective results from all views would be the truest life view, while results within a group 
could also be interpreted as their (own tactical) collective life view. 

There are sets of words which their ranks get to a stable point. This doesn’t deny their relativity, this 
just confirms fine-tunning. These default values are the Floves, proposed words that should pass the 
test of the crowds still by doing the Views test... 

WHAT: Nest groups of concepts, order a broader view of the whole. Get interpretations of your view, 
build common views. 

Rank triads in podiums, for later contrasting your views with default views and views from others: 

0. Choose: Whole, Life, World 

1 . Which is the lovelier order for you for these words: Love, Wisdom, Joy 



2. Do the same to the rational flow: Social, Local, Personal 


3. To offer flow: Exchange, Gift, Lend 

4. Economical flow: Extraction, Offer, Manufacture 

HOW: Once you end the basic test, you could see you basic life view and have an analised comparison 
with the default view. Since all views are equally true (see Relatividad jerarquica), this comparison is 
not about if you are right or have scored more points, it just should bring you some more insight about 
the perspective of your view. Your own view (which probably doesn’t match with the offered default) 
is just a tactical view which is perfectly possible and not less accurate than the default one. 

If we can identify some recurrent twist in anyone’s life view (i.e. he is putting 3rds as seconds against 
the default view, etc) we can also adapt-customize the language to the person, i.e. suggesting them 
further 3rds as seconds for reinforcement, or suggest him-her some (re)balancing temptation, in some 
case even by the over-reinforcement of trying to cause in him a equilibrating need by increasing such 
disruptance or overflow (and or at least as a thought experiment to magnify the ’gap' to see it better). 





ANALISE 


SAVE 


SHARE 


MORE INFORMATION 



< back LEVEL: 3 STEP 5 























1. Justificacion 

1. Porque una vision del todo 

2. Porque esta vision del Todo (de las palabras y los ordenes propuestos en esta) 

3. Como se ha creado esta 


1. Para que una vision de lo Todo 

«A world view is crucial for the total order of a human mind[...] and it is the third mind cleaning and 
purification introductory practice that i recommend [...] because: 

-Such this special meditative research about mind nature and its phenomena ends up with the tireless 
mental zeal of thinking and researching and its dependence on concepts, analising and its endless 
referring. So it wakes up a personal achievement of getting to feel nature 

-If such view could encourage the individuals to do a conciousness transformation, and so influence 
society, it will return to our world the living interconnection sense and meaning that it so desperately 
needs — Sogyal Rimpoche« 


2. Porque esta vision de lo Todo 

Debate, Adapt, Extend 

Triads are the simplest way, within all the complex ones, to do taxonomies. 
Being strict with triads help doing analogies with different lists. 

Why such names? 

To bring maximum meaning, mininum learning curve and message length. 
To integrate parts of related vocabularies (common, scientific, key trends). 

This life view is easier to debat, adapt and extend than others 


This life view is easy to debate because: 
1. It is appliable: 

-View this default one and develop yours 



-The mental effort to do so is low, pleasant and worthy 
-It can-should be further implemented - tested 
It is accessible: 

-It has well known and very abstract keywords with specified semantics for phrasing 
-It has a high acceptability potential and it doesn’t have a critical mass for that 
-Dynamic commenting: Agree, ignore or modify. Rate, rant or even vote it partially 
It is limited: 

-Has a minimum expression and it is scalable but the more you expand it, the less additional 
meaningffulness it brings 

-Brings hermeneutic metrics for reviewing past, present and future events 
-Relies in axioms, other trascendences and faith expresses the remaining 

This life view is easy to adapt because: 

-Can be viewed in simpler views: 

—Basic views i.e. Life set: resumed default, Basic life: simplified default, flove formula 
—Partial views i.e. using only some parts of it: gender into dimensions 
—Other views i.e. use other life views instead 
-You can add coats: 

—Translations i.e. Languages, gurmukhi, binary, HASH, etc 
—Sensorial, hormonal, neuronal, etc expressions 
—Pictured i.e. colours [1], etc 

—Multimedia i.e. dance: life qi, sounds: life piano, etc 
—Other i.e. touch: Massage the darks as in acupuncture, etc 
—Lexic games i.e. cut-up theory, transpoetrics, etc 
—Other cultures semiotics i.e. animals, art, signs 

-Add gradients i.e. brighter, lovelier, more idealist, antagonist, gaming, etc to a new word, a partial set 
or to the full one 



-You can further define any part by adding: 

—Copies 

—External vibrations 

—Paths to family and others (see family phrases, phrasing) 

The life view can be easily extended because: 

-It can have further triads (or analogies) for: 

-Process, ranks and parts 

-Vibrations i.e. lovely childs, external vibrations, Life32 
-It can be networked by: 

—Comparing personal views i.e. life viewer end, etc 
—Crowdsourcing this and your own view i.e. see crowdlife 

—Using it for a local or social purpose i.e. minimum of 50% of flove or life view matching in order to.. 
-It has a lot to improve by extending: 

—Transcendence i.e. axioms, etiology, talks and faith 
—Heuristic 

—Hermeneutic i.e. improve metrics 
—Modelling (improve the mindmaps 
—Implementations i.e. improve flove.org, liberada.net, etc 
-Format 

—Documentation i.e. whitepaper, wiki, news 
—Interactivity i.e. API, apps, services 
—Architecture i.e. make it more decentralised 

3. C omo se ha construido esta vision del Todo 

Vida es el mejor empezador unico posible aunque lo primero que vi(vimos) de Todo fuera Mundo 



UNIQUE BEGINEERS 


TAO 

YIN 

YAN 

TAO 

WHOLE 

Universe 

Multiverse 

YIN 

Everything 

LIFE 

Cosmos 

YAN 

Reality 

Nature 

WORLD 


Todo no nos dice nada sobre lo que contiene. Tao nos dice que contiene YinYan. Ambas nos sirven para 
entender una "caja". Tao por si solo, solo nos dice que contiene una bipolaridad en el. Para darle algo 
mas de significancia al "intocable" Tao, habrra que definirle dos polaridades mas tocables, y la que 
consideremos como primaria de las dos, puede ser un mej or empezador que la otra. 

La eleccion del empezador ontologico (primeros sinonimos del innombrable-inconocible Todo) es muy 
determinante porque este va a afectar-enfocar todas las relaciones contenidas en ello. 


EXAMPLE 

CASE 

UNIQUE BEGINEERS 

WHOLE 

LIFE 

WORLD 

IM 

PLI 

CA 

TI 

ONS 

Principle 

Pan(en)theism 

Vitalism 

Theology 

Departure 

Monism 

Cosmoginy 

World view 

Structure 

Holistic 

Heart 

Mechanicism 

Focus 

Integrality 

(Geo)BioAntropocentrism 

EtcHelio(geo)centrism 

Proposition 

Theory of Everything 

Genderology 

Systems theory 


LIFE 

COMMUNICATION 


FORM 

INFORMATION 

SEMIOTIC 

DARK 

Amorph 

Unknowable 

Stuff 

PARTICLE 

Form 

Very unknown 

Noise 

MATTER 

Non-sintient 

Quite unknown 

Vibration 

BIOLOGY 

Sintient 

Much unknown 

Signal 

PLANT 

Sensual 

B arely known 

Code 

ANIMAL 

Sexual 

Natur al language 

Sign 

HUMAN 

Soul 

Processed language 

Symbol 


A mechanism with life, or a life mechanism, and then simpler the Whole as a Life, since from an 
holistic point ofview it is very incoherent to say: We live in a hyperconnected mechanism (or 
motion, process or world) that is not alive. 





































Formamos parte de un todo que tiene un mecanismo que nos entrelaza mas alla de nuestros cuerpos 
visibles. Como no podemos estar entrelazados a algo no vivo, formar parte de un mecanismo con vida 
(o «la Vida») parece mas coherente que el decir que formamos parte de un movimiento mecanico 
inerte, o que la vida es una cosa separada o pequenha parte del mundo. 

Esta vision implica que vamos a ver a la mas enlazada con la fisica, algo que conviene a ambas. La 
unica cosa que necesitamos para estabilizar este enlace es una minima taxonomia de los diferentes tipos 
de expresiones de la vida. Al igual que al calificar lo que es la informacion o el lenguaje (tablas arriba). 

Al aceptar-adaptarse a que la mecånica de la planta naturaleza estå viva diréctamente notamos que 
nuestra bioqurmica se alegra, porqué “Vida” o “mecanismo vital natural y-o universal” nos ofrece mas 
interactuacion con la naturaleza que “Mecanismo a secas” (o universo, todo, mundo, cosmos o dios). 
Con la palabra Vida se puede ver mejor como cada parte muestra la unidad en la que estå. De otro 
modo, el construir un tejado o arquitectura båsica con un material artificoso como Mundo, Universo, 
Mutliverso y o insignificante como Todo, hace que cada vez, aunque los esfuerzos intelectuales por 
decorar lo contenido sean todavia mayores, los resultados nos sean todavia mas insatisfactorios y 
alejados de la realidad y de la belleza si cabe. 

Este detalle de usar una estetica Yan como primariedad para titular, aunque parezca una tonteria 
insignificante, hace que toda la filosofra que luego hilemos al respecto esté desarraigada. Con este 
renegacionismo de no poner como titulo a quién mas le toca, todas las siguientes explicaciones se 
exocentrizan hasta imposibles que son imposibles de integrar, compartir y o seguir, y acaba por llevar a 
la explicacion o posicionamiento de nuestra vivencia (era: existencia...) como un innecesåriamente 
demasiado complejo y maldito deambular accidental, sufrido, dolido, pobre y sin demasiado sentido. 

YanYin es necesario de conjugar a la vez que YinYan, pero solo para fortalecer al Ym como primario... 


1 es por lo menos 3: por lo que dice ser, por lo que no es y por el prisma que lo mira 

Tendemos a llamar al todo como "el universo". Pero este universo que decimos para representar " el 
todo " no es solo " un verso ", ya estå compuesto por dos elementos: 

1. Universo no observable 

2. Universo observable (naturaleza) 

Con Universo y Naturaleza tenemos una diada primaria (que también podriamos fusionar en una 
constante: naturaleza universal y o universo natural), que tiene en ella "también" un tercer componente 
necesario: lo observador. Entonces, esta primariedad (naturaleza y universo) ademås de tener que ser 
necesariamente una diada (y no solo un concepto o palabra clave absoluta, unica, aislada o eståtica), es 
tambien una triada: 

1. Universo 

2. Naturaleza 

3. Observador (Biologia) 



Estas palabras tienen mucha estetica descriptiva. A continuacion anhadimos companheras prescriptivas: 


Ambitos 

Amorosos 

Universal 

Flove 

Natur al 

Real 

Biologico 

Humanada 


Chequeo de consenso de la complementariedad del grupo y orden propuesto: 

1. El flujo universal tiene una realidad natural que es la humanada biologica 

2. La humanada biologica de una realidad natural en el flujo universal 

3. La realidad natural es una humanada biologica del flujo universal 

4. El flujo natural de la realidad biologica es la humanada universal (retorcido..) 


3.1 Relatividad jerarquica 

Elay tantas vistas vålidas como formas posibles de ordenar las filas de una triada, los rangos son solo 
una sensacion perceptiva, y no jerarquias reales, mientras que jerarquizar los rangos sigue siendo un 
ejercicio muy util para entender con que tipo de prisma estamos viendo las cosas. Perspectivas: 


2.1. Natural (linear): Universal -► Natural -» Biologico 

Este orden es mas natural (linear) porque lo desconocido (universo) es primario. La Naturaleza es lo 
positivista (algo calculable) en ello y la biologia es el necesario prisma de observacion. 

Aunque la observacion es lo aparentemente menos importante, es el bit necesario final para que sus 
otros companeros mås grandes y mås primarios puedan existir, siendo el mej or elemento como 
empezador de la vision retrograda complementaria primera. 

2.2. Complementario (retrogrado): Biologico -> Natural -► Universal 

2.3. Confluente (simultaneo): 

Universal -» Natural <- Biologico 
Biologico -> Natural «- Universal 

En las dos primarias vistas de triadas natural y complementaria (retrograda), “naturaleza” se mandene 
segundo en ambas, lo que da lugar a la vision confluente centrica. 

Ambos procesos ocurren en el momento, simultaneamente en un proceso retrogrado donde cuando 
estos dos se cruzan-encuentran se forma cada cosa natural que vemos. 




3.2 Racionalidad economica 

lLa persona gobierna o es la sociedad el gobernante? Ambos, en perfecta simultaneidad confluyente. 

Linear: Personal > LocaI> Social 

Personas mas desarrolladas con plenitud de comunidades cercanas sienten menos la autoridad de las 
normas sociales. Indso: Llevado al extremo (sin su polo) se cae en el solipsismo. 

Complementario: Social— Local — Personal 

Somos el conjunto de mentes humanas las que permitimos el desarrollo personal y local, al desarrollar 
el razonamiento sobre la mas abstracta convivencia comun en el entorno (lo social)... de lo contrario, 
una persona muy personal podria imponerse ante el resto, o los intereses de un pequeho grupo local 
podrian imponerse como norma para toda la sociedad. Es asi como mediante este ejercicio de 
sabiduria, cuando asi lo consolidamos a nivel general (social...) entre todos, podemos permitimos 
momentos de alegria compartida, con los mas cercanos y con el resto de personas que no conocemos, 
pero que gracias al desarrollo de esas relaciones abstractas sociales, podemos confiar en ellos o, por 
lo menos, nos ayuda a poder superar la desconfianza que tenemos sobre ellos. 

Indso: De ahi que pueda surgir, hasta con bastante naturalidad sobretodo en los hombres, la creencia de 
Social (=Todo) > Natural... 


Economia 

Linear: Extraction> Manufacturing> Offer 

Material things are taken, then further elaborated for taking advantages of their use and or for being 
offered to others to gain something from them with it. 

The final satisfactory use of the thing is not only positive because it is used in itself, but because 
encourages the relations in the production chain to thrive. Things are not infinite, some are very scarce. 
Every production chain, as the trophic chain themselves, has a critical sustainability point, specially at 
its extraction origins. 

If an offer has a high degree of ecology and crafting, it will easier dignify the production chain through 
the offer, because the production chain will be more sustainable. Consumerism only becomes a 
problem when we consume by evading greater reasoning about how much we need that, or if we 
consume things that harm us as people or society. The consumerism of ecological and craft things is 
something lovely to promote worrilessly. 


Gift > Loan> Exchange 

We gift or loan ifwe calculate a better relational outcome than the possible future scarcity it will bring 

Most of our economic activity is based on the gift and the loan. We are constantly giving away ideas 
and lending things. When we lend and give away appropriately we avoid the stress for reaching an 



material equivalence given in exchange. This improves the relation by itself but it can also spoil it. 


Exchange tends naturally to barter (am exchange practice doser to the loan). Lending tends to share (a 
practice close to the gift). Gifting gives more possibilities of active use and ease of equivalence than the 
loan and lending gives more possibilities of active use than the exchange, simply because the material 
equivalence need is lower (a gift or loan is cheaper than an exchange). 

Everytime we offer to loan or gift instead of exchange, we are doubting whether we are acting 
strategically and adequately well with respect to our forecasts of future shortages of what we are giving 
off. This is why for many people the loan seems more cumbersome than an exchange, or why we 
hesitate not to give and we decided to just lend. These tactical decisions are also the explanation for 
why there are more lovely trade-offs in some exchanges than in some gifts or loans, as well as there are 
loans that provide more loveliness than some gifts. 

Every offering suits a short term need, but it is also framed within an offeror mid-long term strategy 

Giving, lending and exchanging are three areas that are directly relative to each other. When we think 
about exchanging, the vibration-pressure of (rather..) lending or giving it instead of exchanging is 
somewhat there. The vibration of a need of exchange is less as the offeror has more fulfilled his-her 
own basic needs and or the relational (inmaterial) outcome could be better than the material one itself. 

For the lender, a lending is an investment for a short term inmaterial benefit and a mid-long term 
material one, because his-her borrower will be tempted to lend back accordingly later if the offeror 
needs it in the mid-long term, and overload the inmaterial equivalence pole in the short term, just 
because (s)he is freer to have to give the equivalence of the material one. The recipient of a loan does 
not necessarily need to show strong thanks in response to match or pass the equivalence, but he will try 
to reach the line of equivalence to its borrower with the rational values (s)he possesses, i.e. at least 
show sufficient rational gratitude or make an effort in not being disgusting to him-her. 

A borrower doesn't need to be a lender to his-her borrower afterwards, but (s)he will be inmaterially 
very pressed for that, hence the potential benefit mid-long term for the original borrower. 


Extension de vision 

lHasta donde se puede llegar a expandir una vision y o un visor? 

Cuanto mås extendemos la vision, mås consenso podremos perder, pero también podremos alcanzar y 
ofrecer una comprension mås profunda de partes de ello. Por ejemplo, para extender la vision 
naturalista-consensual-base podemos: 

1. Extender los åmbitos y lo amoroso en una lista de ambitos mfnimos (caso explicacion 
justificadora), båsicos (caso racionalidad economica) y totales (floves, etc) 

2. Anadir una palabra complementaria a la expresion amorosa ya propuesta, asi encontramos las 
relaciones semanticas mas complementarias posibles. 

3. Anadir dos triadas adicionales mas suaves (una complementaria y otra antagonistas) a las 



amorosidades para ayudarnos a comprender de cerca cada una de las expresiones y todo el 
proceso. Ejemplo: 




BRILLO+- 

-> 

FLOVE 

<- 

-SOMBRA 


Ambito 

Fuente 

Evolucion 

Expresion 

Lo vely 

Far lovely 

Exceso 

Torcedura 

Falta 

Pasional 

need 

desire 

want 

love 

cute 

zeal 

rage 

fear 

Etc... 










Estas adiciones nos ofrecen formar un mmimo de axiomas para explicar el proceso de simultaneidad 
confluyente de una manera mas completa: 

-Se vibra mås amorosidad si menos sombra y mas amorosidades superiores vibran 

-No podemos vibrar todo lo brillante en todas las dimensiones a la vez y esto hace que haya sombras 

-Tenemos mamas basadas en nuestro género, historia personal, influencias culturales y sociales, y mås 
especialmente en la sombra actual que vemos que no se redime en nuestro entorno. 

-Brillante va a amorosidad, y deja una huella forma fuentes brillantes en su capa inferior. 

-Cuanto mås brillante sea la fuente, menos sombra de falta y mås posible evolucion. 

-Cuanto mås brillante sea la evolucion, menor serå la sombra torcida y mas posible la mayor 
expresion. 

-La expresion mås brillante, va con la sombra menos excesiva y nos lleva a las expresiones mås 
amorosas posibles. De lo contrario, la sombra retorcida irå hacia la falta en lugar de ir al exceso. 

Lo femenino es lo primario en cada diada, y lo segundo en las triadas 

Lo masculino es lo complementario en la diada, y lo tercero en la triada 

...expresada en el pasado, presente y futuro. Disfruta de poder identificar lo que es la feminidad y la 
masculinidad, esta es la forma mas rigurosa y simple posible. 


CROWDTESTS: The testver se... 

WHY: We can standarize basic profile fields, but then there is the difficulty of agreeing in what other 
fields we could add. Also such optional fields could look still too rigid. In another side, there are many 
non-free platforms like nametests.com or others where you can do a test and forward it to other non- 
free platforms (facebook, twitter, etc), where you can’t categorize them (tags are just too messy and 
hard to keep track of, and this is deliberately architectured for you not being able to subcategorize your 
profile inputs). 





WHAT: An open standard and application for creating, packing* and doing tests easily associated to a 
profile, where it could get further freely categorized or related (i.e. categorize your already imported 
tests as «other tests», «main tests», «etc»), where there can be infinite number of tests to be done for 
you feeding your profile, forked/created by the users themselves. 

HOW : Create and do tests, know yourself more and enhace your profile and recommendations with 
those if you want. Demonstration of CrowdTests: 

HackBoth: A criticizing that you will suffer too 

GenderWars: Internal ones and with the others 

Uzoo: Make a zoo (Multiprofiles at Souls..) 

SportsCoach: Draw your thematic teams and matches 

Etc 


* A pack of tests distributed as a prototype is to be called Survey, which to be offered at / linked from 
the initial stages of the platform navigation. This Survey, first prototype of a Tests pack, should include 
all the possible questions (fields) from all the flove apps. 


The offered packs of tests could also be customized to the user by explicit choices or implicit ones 
during previous navigation. A default Survey could also and should finally be crowdsourced as well. 



TRUSTFUL: Consent others to damage your reputation as a grant 

WHY: Negative comments on profiles can be a way for building trust in a network, but if you 
explicitly (and not only implicitly) allowing them to comment negatively, this already adds value to the 
negative comment and avoids problems of discomfort or brusqueness both for the one who gives the 
negative comment and for the one who receives it. 

WHAT: Give trust explicitly before asking for trust to another, specifying for how long and in what 
way the compensatory damage can be caused to your reputation by the other party. i.e. 

I allow you to get my bike, insult me and tell my groups and friends and put slanderous posters down 
the Street, but only until a day after I have not returned it to you your bike 

I don’t know you and you ask me for staying in my house and I have to trust you. So to have a more 
fairer relationship you should trust me too in allowing me to damage your reputation ifyou do not 
comply with what we agreed to. It’s not fair ifyou do not let me to maybe hurtyou while i have to 
maybe let you hurt me» 

Your cousin (userl) also offers you an OwnTrust ifyou need it 

HOW: 





















MYFAMILY: Regular trusts 


What being a mom really binds for? Whatpeople here thinks a mom is? 

WHY: As any life, we can’t survive by ourselves only, we always need others, whether is for self 
reflecting ourselves in them and-or for sharing personal care and material things with close people we 
more care about and let them interact with us. Such local organizations of limited trustful groups of 
people naturally show up in our life time as Friends, Mates, Comrades or more formally speaking as 
Families. 

With «MyFamily» as «the» key word for such an interactive app we want to reinforce (give more 
quality to) the reality of some key groupings and agreements done between people on-through a Virtual 
app. MyFamily contracts signed in a platform should render a quicker increase of quality of real life. 

Since a family is a very lovely expresion of a human local reality, the family lineaging shouldn’t be 
dependant in a couple deciding to have a children, nor in a set of closed rights guaranteed by some 
centralised conventional authority. We do have more special relationships with friends that are not in 
our «blood lineage». For example, some of us sometimes call some friends of us as «Brother» o love 
them more than we love to our bloody brother, so why not to extend this lovely trend for being more 
ourselves, having fun and sharing easier with others? 

Using the word «Family» naturally pushes us to it. It normallises the rights and duties to enjoy between 
close affinities. We want to respect the height and autonomy of the word Family while decentralising 
and crowdsourcing its meaning. We don’t foresee any trouble that MyFamily could bring to your 
bloody lineaged family, we just can expect your mum being more happy about you being more cared 
by others and-or you knowing better what to be a mum could be. Maybe MyFamily incentivates your 
mom to be a better mom to you too, because you will be having other competing Virtual moms... who 
knows? at least we wish such scenario happily worrilessly. 

WHAT: Create a group and add people who you agree to give them part of your personal care and 
share things with them. This finally serves for giving more clarity and meaningfulness to which kind of 
relationship we have with others, and for altogether define what a family really is, i.e. 

MyFamily says me that you are 44% mum, 32% partner, 22% granny, 4 % cousin ofme: What does it 
say to you about me? Why do you have keep that information private to me? 

HOW: Here there is a list of standard practices to be offered to your candidates of your MyFamily 
group. These relationships standards are to be unidirectionally proposed. They could also be freely 
modified to match your own idea of what are the relationship rights and duties that any family member 
should have. 
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CROWDPARENTING: Offspring DlYs 

WHY: The way we help raising kids differences us the more from animals. The development of 
matrifocality is (should be...) the key thread at both anthropology and evolutionary psicohology (if not 
at biology as a whole). 

In the so called modern societies, we are too used to the feary reasoning that only or the best way for 
being parents is within a couple of exclusive lovers (either being heterosexual or homosexual). In less 
modern societies love comes as a result of having agreed to raise a confidence in a couple and-or a 
family together. If we are to say that first option is the good one, we are forgetting all the painful break 
ups of couple in this so called modern society. If we are too say the second one is the good one, we are 
neither more right, since a couple or a family is one of the acts that most needs the mysticism of 
«loving another person» to make it happen and having a full, honest and deep sense of living that we all 
pursue. 






















In the eyes of a child, (s)he wants to know who are his-her biological parents, but (s)he basically cares 
more about being cared and loved by many people. The kid prefers to be with different people for (s)he 
not getting bored so quickly playing and learning with the same ones all the time. 

Many existant childs that are orphans, or grown with the help of fiancees from a friendly divorced or 
completely broken up couple are anyway happy. Don’t or shouldn’t these type of childs call their hest 
adult friends as daddy or mummy even not being their biological ancestors? 

And what about a giri that for deciding to be a mother wants to get assurance from further assistance 
she will have either from their own lineaged family members or friends in the growing up of a child? 
Shouldn’t more clear information about it help them in making a more clear decission for setting up a 
plan for bringing a new child to life? Shouldn't it help improve the communication between genders 
specially from flirting up to marrying? Is it not more important a contract for offspring care than a 
’marriage care' one with an adult? 

And bringing this issue further, can’t any adult find a yet unknown person who is a very good match for 
him or her based in their parenting views? Is this, has not been this the basic information we have been 
dealing with each other since we were plants and animals? If us humans are not much different in this 
sense, why we don’t share more this information with our couple or other firends since this way we 
will get the more (or one of the most) precise data about compatibility between each other? One could 
say here that the giri has the power of hiding information about who she wants to be pregnant from, and 
the guy has the power of faking his commit to attention after leaving her pregnant. So why not we 
decide to play less power games and look for a braver, deeper more meaningful love by showing our 
hidden cards? Why do we do crowdfunding for projected material resources but we don’t do it for the 
most valueable matter (a child..)? 

WHAT: It is not a pitty for a guy to say he wants to be only 10% father of a child, nor for a woman to 
say she doesn’t want the biological father to be her fiancee. The CrowdParenting model is an easy form 
to fill up for declaring the responsability anyone is ready to accept for the parenting of a child, whether 
it being already here, or for bringing new childs to life. 

HOW: We should altogether link with the practices of organizations that offer the receiving of orphans, 
provide specific strategical materials that could convince parents to promote the shared care of their 
children as well as help for couples who want to test or more seriously try this way of parenting, etc. 


See also: Mindmaps/Crowdparenting at flove.org/theory for the demonstration fields for the form. 



ADORE YOU 


Adore you is a license for a request that serves for formally asking for seeing or touching someone 
else’s body. Since 

WHY: It is natural to adore others, even want to touch or get doser to them. These kind of interactions 
sometimes are difficult to express or are not transparent or proposed in a very comfortable way. 

WHAT: Formalize this types of requests for helping some people in some cases, at least they should 
cheers up the relation or conversation! 

HOW: 

(.) I don’t want us to mess up further than you, () etc 
Let me adore you(.r): () etc, () breast, (.) naked breast 
With: () my eyes, (.) my hånd, ()etc 
() Piease, (.) Would you? 

(.) I offer you my OwnTrust for you being able to damage my reputation if i fail you by: ... 

(.) I am also open to a previous: (.) conversation (.) about: (.) whatever you want 
(.) find somewhere comfortable where to do it 
(.) anything else you may need 

Disclaimer: Agreements are to be kept secret, unless otherwise authorised. Proposals don’t need to be 
secret, but it is wished to ask for permission to the giver for sharing it with third parties. 

Development Note: «Adore you licenses» should be able to be sent through QRs, as invitations, with 
diversity of designs and grants, from traceable and networked profiles and with further options to 
publickly certifying it for a more extended security and simpathy. 



(standards...) 


See also: Free data 


Free Project 

WHY: Projects is a way to call a type of want, that will need short, middle and long term tasks to 
achieve its production stage. Our projects are the meeting up in us of abstract&concrete, past&future 
and offers&wants. There is a lot to get if we declare such tasks and let them be openly done and or 
offer swaps for them. There is a lot we can do to facilitate the specification of them as well. 


WHAT: 


1. Basic Standards: 

1. 50%+ Shareful ownership (up to GPLed trademark) 

2. 50%+ tends to an Infinitv group 

3. 50%+ Free data 

4. 50%+ of Public tasks 

5. Accepts directed donations 

6. Bids 50%+ volunteering wages (if any) 


2. Infinity group: Value of a free project. Affinity group that declares that it tends to infinity 


3. Public task is a listing of things needed to be done within a group - project - community for 
improving it according to their objectives which everyone, being a member or not, is allowed to do it - 
them. Public tasks listing are free projects source codes, they should be made available at cost on 
request to any public in different posible ways. 


4. Forking parties: Since projects need more tasks promotion, relating and tasks commiting and 
atendees want to add their bit, and everyone specially including gathering organisers want to enjoy the 
experience deeper, we have to intervene in making lovelier standards for free project to thrive within 
the peaks for it that are the richer productive and presentational gatherings and parties. 


Example case: Projects gatherings bottlenecks 

Projects development limitations 

Every project has to be maintained by some people. The project has a way to contact the maintainers 
privately, and could have a forum for others adding their doubts, contributions or specification of 







tasks. These tasks could be published in a tracker repository waiting there for someone else to come to 
do them at some point, without previous private Virtual or presential contact. 

Maintainers want to make their project known to a broader audience and every project wants to 
increase commits to their tasks, that is why projects organize promotional and production gatherings. 

1- Promotional events about a project are a few of the total events around the project and are normally 
open to all public 

2- Production gatherings are events for doing tasks, they are more than a few and they are not that 
much publiced nor attended, so finally tasks are normally done by a small group of the same people. 
Maintainers feel scarcity of human resources (task commiters, helpers) in comparision to the abundant 
love they are giving to the project and the level of participation in the project’s public events. This 
scarcity of helpers causes a hidden frustation that intimately closes up the project to other future 
newcomers, since the maintainers counterattack finally feeling the patrimonial contribution they have 
already done as a hierarchical condition of a belonging to such a community of people formed around 
the project (i.e. the project becomes their property as in a exclusive family or as a revenge) 


Project’s gatherings limitations 

When developing a project, there is not only the conflict between maintainers and participants, there is 
also the conflict of the project relationship with other projects. In this sense, there is an increasing 
trend of «general gatherings» for presenting your project in a gathering where a lot of other related 
projects will be also presented.. So when someone goes to such a general gathering, we have some 
additional problems: 

- The relationships between presentators and atendees are very stressed due to lack of time and floods 
of information around. 

-Atendees are flooded with simultaneous presentations imposible to attend them all. Organizers do 
also normally fail in organizing the documentations of the presentations. 

- Presentators don’t merge related presentations with theirs and use their space for reading their 
already published website and ask for feedback in the same presentation by splitting atendees into 
groups or by finally begging when they conclude the presentation asking people to help them. If 
people is splitted in groups for getting deep into issues, the core presentation is not on, so people lack 
information about the general framework. If the presentators ask for help at the end, the standard 
payback is: It has been one hour atendance from 50 people, and the presentator gets an average of 15- 
1 hour minutes conversation in exchange at the end of it. (S)He gave 50 hours and receives 1. 

Atendees could have contributed to the project itself while listening, or leave a message after the 
presentation, but they were there as if they were watching TV or frustated because they were not the 
first ones in going to talk with the presentator... . 

- Communitty gets reinforced with common events within the gathering, but since the gathering relies 




in a hierarchy between Organizers, project presentators and atendees, these common events don’t get 
deep in making that community to thrive as a whole as much as it could be. Also despite there is a 
communitty building effort there, everyone should solve their basic needs individually (transport, 
food, sleep, etc), so the sense of community is not fully felt even if there is a bit more friendly 
environtment than normal. And also, since any communitarian gathering tends to a further celebration, 
partying is no present or it is too artificialized or separed from the gathering itself. 

Since projects need more tasks promotion, relating and tasks commiting and atendees want to add 
their bit, and everyone specially including gathering organisers want to enjoy the experience deeper, 
we have to intervene in making lovelier standards for a more productive presentational gatherings, or 
parties for projects. 

What could be best than offer your help and get some currency to get some products that are only sold 
in a party where you commit the task you offered your talents for? Will this not promote to more 
easily suggest new open tasks for free projects driven by an affinity group that tends to infinity 
because they don’t feel such helpers scarcity anymore? 

So, we have to write some guidelines for forking parties, either as a manual or standard. 


5. Wage bidding. Beyond the maintenance of what the project offers, it should fulfill other basic 
needs from the maintainers and developers. Candidating for incomes (with euros included) should be as 
accessible as possible, and bidded if scarce by the Ideal competition resolution (search it). People who 
appear as «promoters» (or successors) of the project must be the first to serve as an example of the 
collective methodology of redistribution of collective resources available. For example, for flove as a 
prototype for that, I (mare) share all the assets i have, including my underpants and money with who 
develop as much as I do. 


6. Flove Section: Develop thematic interest for the commons : l.e. Flove.org/housing 

Do something personal with social impact in the locality where is the house that welcomes you 

Visitors welcomed in the houses of the network, in exchange for the stay, participate in tasks that 
generate a social impact in the town or city where the house is (besides the contributions to the houses 
themselves). Other active hospitality networks do not have such reach. There are global hospitality 
networks such as couchsurfing, or the more politically minded like trustroots (activism) or servas 
(peace). There are also regional networks such as the Iberian Ecovillage Network, or activist networks 
related to urban social centers, but workaway.info and woofers are the best examples of formal 
networks to be improved. 


Woofers have a filter for the projects to be related to organic agriculture, and their adverts are quite 
reliable, but every host pays 20 or more per year of being published there, and it doesn't involve other 
areas of action besides organic agriculture. Workaway.info does involve broader areas of action and 




contributions given, so it is a better network to be improved. None of them specify a maximum 
contributing time owners can ask for, so they may be unfair for the guests. 


This section want to simplify volunteering, foster more collaboration between this type of projects so 
that the there is more contribution to them. A network of houses organized with a desire for external 
impact to the house, better prevents some unsocial behavior from the guest and or owners, and so both 
parties feel that this house is not the only one where the guest can be. It is always better for the guest to 
go to another house before creating trouble in the one (s)he is at the moment. Also the faet that a guest 
contributes to the development of a common project that goes beyond the imp ro vement of the house 
itself, helps improving the coliving by establishing a common referential outer purpose, therefore it 
transcends the house relationship vices between owners and volunteers, thus prevents potential 
problems from being experienced or personalized. 


The interested purpose for the network itself is to help as a common trustee for both parties and give 
the best recommendations for guests routes and tasks. By matching where would the guest better fit, the 
guest is more calm and happy in his-her daily life so that (s)he can devote his-her talent to develop 
social projects, where this section of shared residences would be an obvious candidate as a task itself. 


More sustainable and pleasant co-livings 

On the one hånd, we can help many people who are willing to do things they do not know where to 
start or are ashamed to contact the projects and need a hostess to accompany them at the beginning. 
There are also activists who do not have a stable house, want to move and there are many people who 
are simply looking to live for a while in environments where everything is more shared. On the other 
hånd, there are many other people who already have a house, they would like to share it more and also 
they would like that to leave a good mark on their environment, but they have trouble finding the right 
people to make it happen. 


We are aware of the problems of co-living that are generated when interacting in homes, but we are 
also aware that many of them could be avoided with a better specification of the conditions of use of 
the house and more specifically, with the house being part of a network of houses with social impact 
where there is some other houses (and spirits!) watching out there. 


This is how you get the guest to have the permanent research to know if this is the best house where to 
develop your skiils for an improvement of the house and society, while also encouraging the 
friendliness of the landlady to want the guest choose to be in his house and not in another. 


Networks mediation tools 

We like the simple life, but we also have offer to formalize any relationship with some type of contract 
and guarantee, if the owners or the volunteers so wish. 


Some owners may want additional guarantees about the guests. Some of them may want guarantees 
that the guest accepts an authority of an agent on behalf of both, so it can ask him-her to go somewhere 
else without the owner having to bother to tell him-her so. There can be many decentralized types of 
doing this backing, but it is also possible and wished to automate it (make it completely decentralized, 



only based in relational data). 


Standard for shared residency offers 

We specify this standard of residence offer where other possible exchanges related to the residence are 
proposed, but also limited. We do it to be transparent with our ideals, and so, if an owner wants to say 
«this house is shared» (without more conditions or without belonging to the network of residences), 
that the applicant knows what he is offering in particular . 


Our proposal is that without counting as beyond the hours contributed to the needed for the feeding, 
cleaning or basic maintenance of the space, the maximum request that the owners should offer to the 
guests would be: 


2 hours = Sleep and basic breakfast 

3 hours = Sleep, breakfast and lunch 

4 hours = Complete diet 

In a more formed network, we would like to be the ones who would supplement the diets and even 
small rents to the voluntary guests. 

HOW: 
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FLOW (Concrete - Economical data) 


WHY 

Better materialities 

We are dependent on things to survive. Our body is in a struggle for survival already. The things we 
care about (protect, invest and posses) can be considered as extensions of our own body. 

When we let others use our things, we are no longer «so» separated from other people. The relationship 
created by the use of a the thing acquires a certain «family atmosphere» that brings abundance (reflects 
inner natur al connectivity). 

The problem that make us suffer so much scarcity of things (lack of connectivity in the end) is that we 
don’t offer them more clearly for different reasons. Reasons that we probably can overcome easily. 

We overprotect our things because we don’t trust much how others will use them, but we mistrust 
others mainly because it is hard to calculate our own future sustainability, i.e. We may regret to gift 
something we could rather better have kept misused but use it in the future or we could rather have sold 
it to get other resources we need or would be needing in the future. 

The counterfact that speak against exponential material growth is that the more you want or need to 
protect your exclusive use of certain goods, the more you have concerns, the more you have to invest in 
security and the experiences / relationships become more scary, less loving. «Having to retain» leads to 
more (or other) problems than «not being af raid of having to keep». 

So, a marketplace that wants to help us in having a better life through providing the things we need for 
now and for the future, should help protecting the things each one more care and let achieving their use, 
while also incentivates practices that increase the quality of the offered things themselves and the 
relations proposed with them. 


Better markets 

We want a space as free as possible for people to offer their things in the best posible way for her-him 
and all. Things by themselves bring more freedom when they are the more ecological, crafted and 
accessible possible. 

But more importantly, things themselves are more material parts of us. So we also need such market 
spaces to be the better connected to our profiles, to our most significant localities and to our social 
projects that interest us the most. All these features are very important information for anyone when 



choosing if, and what to use, how, with whom, or what to buy. So for example, what is offered in 
exchange but more directed towards these values should have visibility privileges, including automated 
sponsorship. 


Satisfactory use is beneficial 

The final use of the thing magnifies the entire chain of production and reasoning that has taken place 
for the thing becoming useful and significant for that purpose. When the thing is used satisfactorily, the 
«apparent separation« of the parties and the productive cycles related to the thing merge a bit more, 
bringing a more meaningful experience because making things more and more used satisfactorily is just 
an excuse to improve relationships between people. 

Letting other people using your things in a satisfactory way for both and your surroundings directly 
brings a large immaterial benefit. So we just need to give sustainability security to offerors to feel more 
confident for letting others more freely using them because it is done for their own benefit as well. 


More transparency 

The social function of private property recommends that the authority over the thing serves for the 
thing to be cared and for the caretaker to be influenced for fulfilling the function for which it was made. 
But most of the times we are misinterpreting that principle completely. On the contrary, we are using 
private property so that our things are not used by others. But when the things are infra-used, property 
loses all its so-called social function. 

I.e. You have a house key that other people (unknown, or even close) see but they have the default 
intuition that your offer is that «they can not use it, and you think it is impolite if they ask you for it». 
That happens with the house keys and it’s normal, but not all things need the same restrictiveness. In 
faet, it would be very nice if we knew, in what way we could, others, get to use that key of your house 
(or anything else of yours) without you being offended by the question. 

Although it was going to be difficult for me to get to use your house key it would be more beautiful to 
know how I could do it than to feel that, for hidden reasons, I can not do it in any way (which is neither 
very rational). I think that you or anyone would leave the house more if, for example, you can change 
the lock, they gave you a minimum confidence and a great grant for that. The minimum confidence can 
be given with information added at some apps, and the great guarantee can be the dissuasion of a 
system-market in which we all want to be (so we are more afraid of having a bad reputation there). 

The way in which we protect the things we want can be more fearful or violent or less, but it is 
happening and something of footprint leaves. All fears felt, although we disguise or hide them, they 
vibrate, affeet and construct the present where we live. And both the way we protect things and the 
fears we have with them, affeets our own being and our being in the environment. 



Fear can be justified because we do not trust each other, but often we do not trust the other because we 
do not know anything about him. If we knew a little bit more about each other, I’m sure we could trust 
it a bit more, and maybe, instead of not offering the key to our house, we would tend to lend it to him 
or her more easily. So there flove goes. 


Better licenses 

Licenses are the set of minimum formal conditions of use of a thing. Licensing the use of things makes 
more clear the relationship between the people involved. It definetely helps to increase more trust 
among people who still do not know themselves enough. Then, when the confidence between a 
requester and an offeror increases, the conditions of use could be less or more informally specified. 

Licensing helps offerors to find intermediate solutions between the: 

I trust you enough to lend it to you and the I don’t know you enough so i don’t lend it toyou 

Licensing also helps a requester in not having to over-rely in the subjectivity of the offeror about how 
(s)he interprets the relation derivated from the use (s)he offered. 



HOW: 
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ecological (extraction) 


WHY : When we extract the materials to elaborate and offer things there is always an ecological 
footprint with which we have to count and go decreassing, for self-steem and empathical reasons 
basically. 

WHAT: Make the footprint of extractions better visible and be smart in what tactics of elaboration and 
supply of material things we have implemented until then. Essential 

HOW: Ecometrics and rewarded compensations, i.e. A universal recommendation of daily 
compensation. Promote consummerism of lovely materials, incentivate bests at markets, etc. 

















WORTHING 



CRAFT 

Planed rewards for contributors at (skares from) the production chain when the product is delivered. 

WHY : Anything that has been developed in this way gives added value to the final product. 

WHAT: Develop ways to redistribute the benefits of production to all the people who contributed in a 
particular task, according to their contributory level to such open tasks, when the product is finally 
delivered. 

HOW: This is an initial simple model for collaborative making things from the beginning to end of the 
production cycle. In this next model, the usability of a chain of collectively and openly planned 
productions is proposed, where each contributing artisan in any of the different parts of the production 
chain, is rewarded its proportional part of the final sale of the thing elaborated among all. With this 
model of «open crowdcrafting» (or open collaborative craft) we propose to facilitate the participation 
of each one with his arts at the time of creating any artifact. 
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WHY: 

Offer 

For being more active 

For feeling better 

Make happier someone else day 

Gift 

Clear things i don’tuse 
Show my gentleness 
When is well done feels good 

Lend 

Almost always feels good 
Make some thing more known 
For getting basic expenses 

Swap 

For doing more of what i like 
For getting an additional income 
Maybe it is something special... 
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Interface del 'registrar perfil' tambien 



















Versiones simplificadas de ofertas de cosas 
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MODELLING STUDY CAS E: SHAREFUL 

Relationships help us grow, lovely lending of lovelier things help us to grow relationships 
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Shareful se refiere al Compartir 

This is a good example case for seeing how the digging deeply developing love at any layer/flow meets 
the need of entanglement with (develeoped) loves from the other layers. In short, here there is an 
explanation of a path from a simple willing to share that meets the flow chain interaction (already 
introduced) at its end, something that will happen to every other love willing to be 
deepened/developed. 





1. Review 


of an standalone lending platform based in owners 


For lending be lovelier it should help people sharing their things more and better. For doing so, it will be useful 
to have some standard conditions for sharing a thing (a kind of Creative commons project for physical things). 

There was not any platform doing this, so we went to do it. We first did a minimal module and a theme for a 
centralised but popular free software platform such as wordpress. We offer people a Virtual platform with 
features that facilitate the description of conditions for sharing real things, we thought that developing such easy 
loveliness for lending was going to be much enough, but we realized that doing such an stand-alone effort didn’t 
produce what we wanted, basically, because of the integral lack every project fails into. 

It doesn’t matter how flashy or full is a platform that let anyone to choose conditions for sharing more securely 
something. When we think on lending, we want the lending to be meaningful, otherwise they won’t share it and 
will rather gift or exchange them to other (unknown) people. People will normally appeal to don’t trust to lend 
anything to other unknown in case «they will bring it back safe after borrowing them», but more in faet what 
they more care about is that «i want to lend it to anyone that would love me a bit or more because of that». If I 
lend and don't direetly give it, is because I love the thing. If I love it, I expect my offer to improve my life, I want 
to love life and my thing more after that. 

So if we bring this relational issue further ahead: Ifyou can give a good relationship analisys between a 
posible lender and a borrower, then it is better to suggest custom conditions (an inteligent request 
message) for the borrower, so this way taking worries away from the lender as well. Universal 
conditions can be a good tree to rely on, but they will be very custom depending on the trust 
relationship. 


2. Resume: Target: Shareful suggestions 

«Depending on who it is, I would lend with some specific conditions» 

Depending on the: 

a) Relational data (potential trust of the offeror with the borrower) 

b) Economical data: The current material situation of the offeror: How much (s)he can afford not to 
«rather» exchange it (rent or seli it) (because of a actual or future lack of resources). 

Conditions for lending can be suggested to: 

1.1 Offeror (chooses within a set, see below) 

1.2 Requester (to be developed) (it lets offerors to worry less about choosing) 



3. Licensing limitations 

Licenses are texts that we propose to formalize the use conditions in the offering of things. They are 
composed of a base text, options (clauses) and additional information that can be freely added. 

Licenses should be understood as different aesthetics of an invitation, which at any moment can be 
updated through an informal conversation between the parties involved. 

Licenses are mandatory for lending, but they are also useful for gifts and exchanges because they 
enrich them. Gifts can be offered with conditions, all loans are offered with conditions and exchanges 
can also be offered with conditions. 

There they have implemented the offer but only of things 

In this group we share everything, in the other only a few things 

In the Terms of use it States thatyou can decide not answering to any requester. Besides this, answering 
and adding clauses gives you points in a chain... 


Types of formalities 

By combining different areas of formalization, final licenses can be simplified. The platform design 
itself is an aid for simplifying final licenses. Le. 

Promoters: Authorship of the «Terms of use» and authority over the platform core data 
Disclaimers: Introductory information for avoiding possible misunderstandings of the(se) limits (...) 
Terms of use: Legal version of the «Conditions of Use» 

Conditions of use: Informal version about overall procedure of use, i.e. Vocabulary and information 
about the use of licenses, etc. 

Transferability: Gifting, Lending, Exchanging: with Clauses and-or Wishes, etc. 

Base license: License text included in all licenses 

Clause: Formal license option predetermined by the platform and selected by offeror 

Clause assistant: Additional informal information about the clause 

Additional information: Binding conditions added freely 

Comments: Nuances and updates of the offer 

Profile information: Data in the profile, can be explicitly referenced 

Additional private information: Additional information agreed to privately 



License: Formål-binding conditions for the offer: Base license + Clauses + Additional information 
Version of licenses: About the actual license relation with possible old versions of the license 
Mode (aesthetic) of license: i.e. Legal, Formal (platform default licensing). Informal 
Wishes: Non binding conditions on the offer 


Binding conditions 

In the first implementation we have offered 12 clauses (out of a total of 20 exposed here in this 
document), and a very short base license text only for the case of the offer as «clauseless lending»: 

«Leave the thing as it is you found it» 

These are the minimal implicit conditions (apart from those recognized by the conventional law) that 
the offeror expresses. But neither our basic license nor the clauses, no matter how much we developed 
them, nor what the conventional law predisposed will ever be specific enough to fully facilitate or 
transparently face all aspects of a lending relationship. These are some of these impossible questions to 
reply very accurately: 

1- Give attribution (To each one that sees me with the jacket you lend me?) 

—Do not transform it (No opinion?) 

—Don’t tell anyone (Do not let it be seen?) 

2- Non-commercial: Can not use the thing to enhance exchanges (or exchanges with euros?) 

3- Do not modify it ( Do not touch it ...?) 

These are clauses that are standarized in the CreativeCommons project. Despite CC only or mostly 
applies to digital things (not scarce by design), they also have to cope with these undefineabilities. 
Other ones are: 

-The offeror can cancel any condition at any time (Maintains all the authority that is supposed to 
reduce the offer) 

-Leave it as you found it (My hånds sweat...) 

-Delivery of contact information (All that the borrower wants?) 

-Compensation for accidental damages as far as possible (Traps?) 

-Proposed methods for the resolution of disputes (UN human rights?) 



-Propagation of additionally attached wishes (non-binding?) 


Clauses 

The clauses are the specific optional binding conditions that we make available to advertisers of offers. 

The clauses open up possible agreements for a more and more Creative relations, without its proposed 
formalization to act as constraints or being an obstacle for offering itseld, but rather an incentive and 
even an endorsement for that. As developers, we could have chosen to offer you more clauses, or other 
more restrictive or permissive or long clauses, or not to APIs but we chose to standardize them because 
we believe that they represent with simplicity the depth of the values we want to represent and 
promote. 

It is also very true that each culture or for each type of thing will have a set of clauses more appropriate 
than another, but that does not mean that we can recognize some scales of common (lack of) 
confidence that the licenses can help us to overcome. These proposed set of clauses for licenses can be 
extended, minimized or be completely rephrased. 

We believe that the scheme of clauses that we propose serve both as for a simplified first 
implementation, focused on the action of «the offeror puts his-her conditions and waits to be contacted 
by requesters». For future developments, we are more focused on the clauses recommendation for the 
requester depending on his-her current and potential relationship with the offeror (See more: Clauses 
development). 

Example of Disclaimer 

We always have a part of responsibility to take care of when trusting someone, but we should not 
think that distrust is always the best option because it also isolates us. 

You are not obliged to lend anything to anyone with whom you do not feel, nor do you have to wait 
for an alliance or special thanks from the person to whom you lend the thing. 

Your thing will wear out when used by others. You can ask to contribute equity if this worries you. 

Misunderstandings, exaggerations, inaccuracies can have them. Tell them where you see them. 
Accidents can also occur and if the borrower is keen to compensate you for those, the accident should 
not have been too much of a problem for you. 

We hope to fill the platform with enough things so that people who want to cause problems will know 
that when we catch her-him (s)he will lose the possibility of using things later. 




Publication and canceling 

Lending and borrowing things is easier when the conditions come and are understood easy. With the 
set of lending options we recommend you use, your offer is more transparent, thus you and your 
borrower are more easily protected. 

The user can ignore and or overwrite the default offered conditions. In the event that there is a 
contradiction between the option chosen and the additional text added by the user, what the user has 
written will prevail. 

Do not be afraid to specify very specific conditions if they give you more peace of mind when 
publishing an offer. You can also formally or specifically adapt special conditions to specific 
applicants that arise during the negotiation of a loan. And also of course, you can have published 
many conditions and then tell the applicant privately that some of them do not need to be complied 
with. 

You can start Trying to offer somewhat valueable things, or simply assume that you can not share it 
yet because you do not feel ready for it, even if you initially published it as a loan or gift. 

Transfers of use 

When contacting an offeror, the offeror is not obliged to respond or end up sharing the thing, nor the 
applicant has right to publicly denounce the bidder for it. 

The conversation about the guarantees of compliance with the conditions and the identity 
authentication data needed by the offeror before the delivery of the item can be extended as much as 
the offeror wants. 

Each of them could use the private message notification for greater security of type of contract. 


Additional information 

Additional information is public or private formal (binding and-o explanatory) information included in 
the license added beyond the clauses or the base license. For a platform, we propose these types: 

-Nuances: More specific information about some of the selected clauses 

-Tips or instruetions for use: Necessary if the thing is potentially «dangerous» due to its capacities or 
fragile or deteriorated status 




-Functional contribution: Small material or immaterial contribution to be able use the thing 
30 Euros of petrol (to go to Madrid) 

Free price to cover expenses 

Dinner suit, I broughtyour suit, she brought... 

-Stock or Maximum time of use: Total, per session or per person 

2 washing machines per week, different people 

3 free places to go to Madrid 

The one who has least used it has preference 

-Stories: Historical narrative associated with the thing 

It was from my dear father 

This ball touched her Messi 

There are already 50 former borrowers... 

-Etc 


Conditions vs Non binding conditions 

Who appreciates as much or more a wish than a clause ... lives more abundantly 

Clauses help you to show more information about a contract, then any personal action of yours can 
immediately disengage you from what you have proposed with the clause. Clauses (or conditions) have 
the power to be used in front of the community or the conventional authority to report an use abuse, 
which would entail its judicialization and adequate compensation, first through the community and, if 
not, directly through the conventional authorities (police, judge, etc) where the offer information 
created in the platform will help for providing more ground for such an abuse claim there. 

Wishes, on the other hånd, can not be used as binding conditions of the contract-license and, if they 
were, the community reporter would automatically become denounced by the community. The 
violation of a wish (not expressed as a condition-clause) entails only a «karmic» compensation that, 
once again, can not be used to report an abuse. 

Of course, for example, someone who has felt that his wish has not been respected can choose not to 
return to lend the thing to which (s)he consider abuser of her-his wish. In this case, the alleged wish 
abuser can not report an abuse (falsification of the offer) by the offeror, (s)he can only rather appease 
his frustration or expect compensation with the feeling that: 



The same karma to which the offeror appeals so strongly, will turn against her-him for being such a 
cheater or radical with me. I am going to send a message to the mediators of the platform to take her¬ 
his unsocial action into account and I will also explain the situation to my friends in private so they do 
not lend anything to that offeror either ... 

We are worth entering into this unsolvable binding/not-binding dilemma because through incentivating 
the expression of wishes attached to thing it is demonstrated that the more binding law is still dynamic. 
Increasing the reliance on non-binding wishes is what more can decentral i z e law itself, which despite 
its natural centralization effort, it can achieved it due to the higher dynamism that any human relation 
has. 


Wishes examples 

If you fix some flaw, great 
I want it to bring peace in the world 
Piease do laugh with it 


Challenges: 

1. Launchers-Suggestions to post wishes attached to things and other types of contents (Attach «Main 
wishes», «Souls» or «Habits») 

2. Launchers-Suggestions to fulfill wishes from others 

3. Main wishes syndicated in profile and exportable to contents and third parties 

4. Consider stories as wishes (extended wishes) 

5. Relationship matches through wishes 


4. Shareful clauses 
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Purposes 

common 
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beneficial 
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re-lend 

comment 

Time / Space 

use it with me 

use it where it is 

back after use 

back on request 

keep it 


4.1. Destination 

You can list them posively (only for) or negative (not for). The thing can only be used by a certain 
group of people who know or are experts in a particular topic, whether from a place or a culture, have 
certain common characteristics or act or behave in a certain concrete way. i.e. Formol association: 
cooperative, community of neighbors, social center, bar clients, etc... Informal association: friends, 
cousins, hobbiistas, etc. 

Close means: The requester should show some common link (friend, known, interests) with the offeror, 
MyFamily member, etc 

Near means: The requester is unknown but shows a string link or he is already more than known for 
the offeror. 

The friends ofmy friends are my friends 

I want to feel that I share values with the people that I share my things with 
Always more important is the tract, than the contract 

Known means: People that the offeror has some reference. 

Tell me we have a friend of friend or acquaintance in common 
I want you to give me a phone number to contactyou 

Granted means: The requester must have a special authentication and or protection against possible 
accidents. 

I need to seeyour ID and knowyour residence adress 
I need you to have positive comments from 5 people or a friend in common 

I need to cover possible occidental damages with the following formality in the endorsement: symbolic, 
partial, solidary, formal, notarial 

Anyone means: All interested persons are invited to contact. 

I do not want to doubt about people 

For all, especially for strangers or non-users yet 


4.2 Purposes 

You can list them posively (only for) or negative (not for) 











Common means: The requester has to convince the offeror to actively support the purpose of use that 
will give the thing. 


I’m going to helpyou developyour projects withyour things 
I need a lot and I wantyou to help me develop what I like 

Approved means: The offeror must passively endorse the purposes of the requester use 
I thinkyou ’ll like what I want to do with your thing 

Beneficial means: The offeror accepts the use that is going to be given to the thing but does not have to 
endorse it either 

Profit with it, but to finance similar projects 

Improvement means: The requester has to show the offeror that the thing is of high interest to her, or 
that she can make some improvement to the thing 
I am going to sendyou a sensitive poem to persuadeyou ... 

I have an idea ofusing it for something that you will like 
I will return it to you improved 

Any purpose means: In principle, it is not necessary for the requester to tell the purpose of its use to 
the offeror 

I prefer that you do not tell me 
Thanks for making it easy 

I do not want to deal with the temptation ofmorality 


4.3. Contribution 

Contribution means: The requester is requesting a material contribution as condition. 

Symbolic contribution: The requester brings something special to use the thing 
You must offer something to a third party 

You must use or take something extra that I will give you to use this thing 
You must re-lend it, especially to people who still do not know the thing 

Patrimonial contribution: Supplies needed to use the thing and % of co-offer acquired by the use 

Be part of it and your family 

Ifit is yours you will take better care of it 

Lend me means: The requester must be predisposed to lend him something of equivalent value to the 
offeror either simultaneously or later. 

Leave your document while using the motorcycle 
You will return the favor if I need it 

Lend means: The requester must show that she is also lending something of equivalent value to some 
other person with similar conditions. 

Only for people with certain shareful activity and reputation 



Re-lend means: Once used, or while you are using it, lend it to other people as well, to the best of your 
ability. 

I wantyou, just like you, other people from your confidence can also use it 
Ifsomeone saysyou like it, give it to them 


C omment means: The requester must give information about the use the offeror requires, including the 
need for public comment before or after the use. 

Be nice 
Thankme 

Comment when returning 

Comment in web (with photo in the boomerang application when returning) 


4.4. Time / Space 

Using it with me means: Using it simultaneously or concurrently with the offeror 
Finish soon thatFm leaving and you have to leave with me 
As it’s the first time we try, it’s the most normal 
This way I share the experience of lending a lot more 

Use it where it is means: If it’s a movable thing, you have to ask permission to move it beyond where 
you found it. 

The washing machine, do not take it away with you piease 
I do lend my house things, but only inside the house 

Return after using means: 

After you, give it to the other one who will give it back to me 
If it is to be inactive with you, bring it back that I will activate it 

Return when I ask for it means: It can be carried and a limit time of use is not established apriori. 
Whoever takes it is committed to store it and return it in a maximum time to agree. 

Keep it and save it well, VU contactyou soon when I need it 
Keep your phone plugged in, you only have a day to return it 

Save it means: The requester agrees to store the thing for an indefinite but finite period of time: 

I find mantaining it a burden and I would like to be able to use it through some other friend side 
I would say it is a gift but I have not dared to do so in case i want it back in some time 


5. Shareful developments 



5.1 Extended subclauses 


ATITUDE : 

ASPECT: 

Traditional 

Conservative 

Liberal 

Progresista 

Libertarian 

Destinatarias 

close 

near 

known 

granted 

anyone 



asociates 


equivalent 




that are 






that behave 






thematic 










Purposes 

common 

aproved 

beneficial 

improvement 

anything 


see profile 





Giving 

contribution 

lend me 

lend 

re-lend 

comment 


at canceling 

much 

equivalent 

symbolic 

in web 


total 



patrimonial 

with foto 


contact+ 






buy it in x time 





Time / Space 

use with me 

use where it is 

back after use 

back on request 

Keep it 


chat me 



























5.2. Hints attached to the clauses (i.e. See Table 2) 

5.3. Other categories of basic clauses. See some at: wow.wiki.yt/en/Shareful (way back 
machine) 

5.4. Comraon clauses for all things (i.e. at user profiles, etc) 

5.5. Preferred dispute resolution i.e. Prefer who... 


More 


Less 

Past 

Current 

Future 

Experience 

Use 

Offer 


Similar 

Different 

Offers 

Things 

Relations 


5.6 Clausing intelligence 

The way we behave with things says things about the way we are and vice versa 

We can add further analogies to the Atitude/Aspects one (Table 2). Here there is a humanoids rolified 
suggestion, in vertical (body) and horizontal rows (soul), i.e.: 

You are quite Mari Puri and you tend to Uxia... See how much Encarna you are. 

Default: 


You tend to share with Mari Puri’s soul in Juanito’s body 


ATITUDE : 
ASPECT: 

Autoritarian 

Cram 

Conservative 

MariPuri 

Liberal 

Juanito 

Interested 

Uxia 

Libertarian 

Encarna 

Destination 

MariPuri 

close 

near 

known 

granted 

anyone 

Purposes 

Juanito 

common 

approved 

beneficial 

improvement 

anything 

Giving 

Uxia 

contribution 

lend me 

lend 

re-lend 

comment 

Time / Space 

Encarna 

use it with me 

use it where it is 

back after use 

back on request 

keep it 


















1. Diagonal (where body matches with soul) as the default for all. i.e. 
For near and beneficial purposes that re-lend and keep it 

2. The middled one (clauses proposed by Juanito): i.e. 

For known with benefitial purposes who also lend and return it after use. 

3. Further analogies with other lists with categories of 2, 3, 4 and 5 


5.7. Automation of acceptance 

5.7.1. Access by pre-established confidence 

In this network, they say that grandparents and mothers share everything with their children (See 
more: MvFamily! 

5.7.2. Access by acceptance 

Press a button that allowsyou to use the thing without having to ask for more permission (See more: 
Slock.it) 

5.7.3. Universal access (Uthopy?) 

We give everything to the NOS user because (s)he has everything. Everything is shareable, for now 
there are few hours to do in the factories needed for everyone to use anything. Anyone rarely has to 
wait for something to use something. See more: Venus Project (Zeitgeist) 


5.8. Local shareful 


A quick guide to make a sharing space with close or near people. Try it with this this test 
5.8.1. Space (Memory, spreadsheets, website, etc.) 




5.8.2. Contact - Moderation (troubles, times of service, meetings, etc). 


5.8.3. Agency 

For keeping the contact of the advertiser private and offerors to lend their things safe without having 
deal with the applicants 


The advertiser 1234 asks to call 67984XXXX ifman and to network XYZ ifwoman 

5.8.4. Community 

The collectivity thing offers the possibility that people can give gifts and loans to the community, 
without publishing their contact information. 


5.8.4.1. Warehouse and collection of gifts 

The storekeeper can give everything without asking who asks for it, ask for exchange some abundant 
reosurce depending how scarce totally is, and or just lend if the resource is scarce. 


5.8.4.2. Institutional integration 

This document summarizes initiatives to integrate the philosophy of the shared offer in public 
administration. 


Moderation of moderators (Model prestogal.gal) 

Council must approve moderating associations 

Participation of social services 

Social Services Clients don't have to (partly) rent some things (La Palma) 

Privileges o f use o f shared services or things 

Participation of libraries and civic centers (Host poster, orientate with web, Moderate ads, Add ads 
from other local users, Moderate register of web user, etc) 


Other possible integrations 

Discounts taxes for adding shared things 
Local for the employees only 

Let warehouse spaces for donations, loans or workshops and courses 

Offers donations or loans collection service 

Offers legal advisory services, security and arbitration 

Grant possible Accidents, Finance project developments (better tools, sustainability of mediators- 
volunteers) 

Publish the loaner things of the institution to other institutions 
Publish surpluses as gifts and underused things as loans 
Social currency accept, support, develop 
Accept FairCoin, Bitcoin, etc 
Cryptomoney backing, development 



Political party adds some, several proposals in its program 


(FLOVE)CHAIN 


Acknowledged peaks 


management within the flove network 


WHY: In a free network as flove proposes, anyone could acknowledge any use and or lovely actions. 
Activity stats belongs to the user and (s)he should have it easy to share them, even as re-issueable 
tokens. Re-issueable tokens can be very openly given to all for not diminishing interactivity 
opportunities in the network (see DogeCoin, likes, etc) and also customize them making them 
equivalent with some value. 


WHAT: Flove chain is an universal recommendation of a ecologically respectful and productive task to 
be promoted as a meritocratic meassure, as a clear intentional message about productivity and welfare. 
Since some actions should be more valued than others. i.e. logging in, curate, post, get likes, etc, their 
tokens can be backed-fungible with some material resources (rewards, credit, currencies). Some of the 
backings can be universally specified, i.e. Hours, hence creating a closed flow Circuit of 
TimeFlowChain. These hours could be further limited to certain activities only, hence we have the 
EssentialTimeFlowChain. Also, since within the network there could be certan doings more valued than 
others for further self sustainability of the network itself, self maintenance tasks are at top of priorities 
and so can be rewarded with special tokens that are valued even in project’s property rigthts as final 
backing value (FloveChain = FloveCoin). 


You can see how much can a chain be widened, but achieving a well operating ones as the ones just 
proposed, will be more than very lovely enough. 


HOW: 


Likes (Get pseudoinfinites of them, I.e. DogeCoin, etc) 

Credit by: work for the network for the network work harder for you 

1- Curate content (get activity badges and reissueable tokens) (linked to habilities&interests) 

2- Add a definition or habit or content (getting curated with two likes) (get reactions & pro-publish) 

3- Distributed currencying (+ links to existants if any) & custom currencies prototypes, at least i.e. 

4- Do commit in the FloveChain (normal-friendly, random, challenging) (Get Minutes(coin)) 



